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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





3p Concress, Ist Session. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order || 


s the motion made by the gentleman from Geor- | 

gia (Mr. Hittyer] to suspend the rules for the 

arpose of introducing a bill ** to change the day | 
{| 
| 





g 


+ the annual assembling of Congress.”’ 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, by permission of the 
House, then made a personal explanation, grow- 
ing out of a speech made by Senator Bett, in 
reference to the Nebraska question. (The speech 
will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the consent of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. CAMPBELL proceeded. Mr. Speaker, 
in the course of my five years’ service | have 
never before asked the consent of the House to | 
make any personal explanation. Grievances of 
a purely personal nature have vrs seemed to 
me better settled outside this Hall. But, sir, I am 
induced this morning to change my usual policy, 
because there is, perhaps, a pertinency in my 
doing so just now, the gentleman from Tennessee 
having brought before the House matters con- 
nected with his speech on the Nebraska question. 

| shall bring to the notice of the House some 
remarks personal to me, which purport to have 
been made by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. CuurcHWwett,] upon this floor, on 
the subject of the Nebraska bill. It is with great 
regret that I feelit necessary to advert now to any 
of the occurrences which took place during that 
memorable struggle. So far as any personal dif- 
ficulty which | may have been connected with 
during that struggle is concerned—I am very hap- 
py to say to the House that I had only one—to 


fo 


| 





use the stereotyped expression, ** which has been 
amicably adjusted on terms, I believe, entirely con- | 
sistent with the honor of both parties!’? [Laugh- | 
ter. 

Bae [ hold in my hand the speech of the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee, who has just taken his seat. 
I find that 1am alluded to in that speech as an 
*‘ Abolitionist.’’ Now, sir, I listened to that speech 
with great attention, and [ did not hear my name 
mentioned atall. IT will read the extract, and then 
I will ask the honorable gentleman whether he 
uttered these remarks upon the floor of the House, 
or whether he followed the somewhat usual cus- 
tom in the House, and inserted them in revising | 
the notes for the purpose of perfecting his argu- | 
ment? He says: 


“ So, it will be seen by this vote, that both the Whig Sena- | 
tors from Tennessee [Messrs. Jones and Bett) voted for | 
the repeal, while four of my colleagues [Messrs. Cuiom, | 
Erueripae, Tayior, and Buea] in this end of the Capitol 
are found voting with such Abolitionists as GippiNGs and 
Campset., and with the Free-Soilers, against it.’ 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman whether 
he uttered this language upon the floor of the 
House or not? 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. My recollection does 
not serve me whether I used those words in the 
Hall or not; but Iam responsible for them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; I have no doubt 
the gentleman is responsible. 1 have no question 
of his responsibility at all. The interrogatory I 
propounded was this: Did you utter that language 
onthis floor? The gentleman evades the ques- | 
tion, and says he is responsible. 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
yield me? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not unless the gentleman 
can answer my question. That is the purpose | 
am driving at. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then the gentleman 
will allow me to answer? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. My colleague (Mr. 
Surrn) tells me that he heard me use the language 
referred to, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I have -to say, Mr. | 

peaker, the gentleman has done me injustice, and | 
thereby, I think, he has done injustice to his col- 
tagues. I do not care what position the gentle- 
man may give me where his speech will be circu- 
lated. I care but little for the name, whether the | 
gentleman calls me an Abolitionist or Free-Soiler, | 
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Whig or Democrat, in Tennessee. | have always | 


avowed here, sir, on all proper occasions, without 
fear, I think | may be permitted to say, my prin- 
ciples in relation to the institution of slavery, and 
every other great question which came before this 
House. 

_ And I have this to say—and I say it in connec- 
tion with another passage of the gentleman’s 


| speech, to which I will call liis attention in a mo- 


ment—that I know a very great effort was made 
on the eve of the last presidential election to brand 
the supporters of General Scott as Abolitionists 
throughout the South; and as it was well known 


*| that the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Cuttom] and 


myself united in his support, on the eve of that 
election there was published in this city, in the 


|} organ of the Administration, the Union news- 


paper, a base and infamous forgery over my sig- 
nature, in which it was alleged that | knew, from 
private conferences with General Scott, that, if 
elected, he would use his influence to repeal the 
fugitive slave law. I know that that document 
thus published, that forgery thus issued from this 
city and that press, over my name, was circulated 
broadcast throughout the State of Tennessee; and 
I appeal to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ZOLLICOFFER] whether such was not the fact? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (in his seat.) That is 
true. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I discovered the fact but 
a few days before the presidential election, at my 
home in Ohio; and | immediately telegraphed to 
all the leading W hig papers in the South that the 
paper was a forgery. Among other gentlemen, d 
think that I telegraphed to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Zo.iicorrer. } 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (in his seat.) That is 
true. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Having thus created the 
impression, by this forged document, in the South, 
that lam an Abolitionist, the gentleman comes 


here and assumes that | am such, and classifies || 


his colleagues with me in order that they might be 
affected by it in Tennessee. And it is not on my 


. . ' 
own account, sir, asl said before, that | make 


this correction; but for the reason that | am un- 
willing any friend or foe of mine shall have in- 
justice done him by means of this kind, if I can 


Lap it. 
r. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman | 


allow me a moment? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


now what his position really is. 
to misrepresent the gentleman. If I misunderstood 
him, I would be glad to know where the misun- 
derstanding was. 
his associations on this floor, and by his votes; 


finding him always voting with the Abolitionists, | 


I think I had a right to view him as such. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to correct the gen- 
tleman. I am not charging that he has made a 
willful misrepresentation; but I am charging that 
by these statements, and by this particular asso- 
ciation, he has done gross injustice to his own 
colleagues. Now, sir, my antecedents and my 
principles are known here, and you may call them 
what you please. 

My antecedents are these: My first vote was 
given for Henry Clay. I voted for him always 
when he was a candidate, and used all my ener- 
gies and power, and not a little money, to secure 
a triumph for him. My last vote upon the presi- 


dential question was given for General Scott, and | 


in the meanwhile I never voted any other than a 
Whig ticket. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? Did he not vote 
against the fugitive slave law? 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Did | not vote against the 
fugitive slave law? To be sure I did, and so did 
every Whig from the North upon this floor, except 
three. I might say in relation to the measures of 
1850, that a great many southern men voted 
against the admission of California. I now come 
to another part of the gentleman’s speech, and to 


If | mistook the gen- | 
tleman’s position, | presume it is for him to define 
i I do not desire | 


I judged of the gentleman by | 
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which | wish to invite the attentior of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. In speaking of the speech of 
his colleague [Mr. Cuttom]} upon the Nebraska 
bill, and of those who had congratulated him, he 
says, ‘such men as Gippines, of Ohio, did so.”’ 

I desire to ask my colleague (Mr. Gropives] 
whether, at the time the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Cuttom] made his speech upon the Ne- 
braska bill, he did come up and congratulate him? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot speak as to the 
time the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Cuttom] 
made his speech, otherwise than by reports in 
the newspapers. At the time the gentleman made 
his speech upon the Nebraska bill | was in Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did you contratulate him 
by telegraph ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did not. I knewnothing 
of the speech till some time afterwards; and could 
not have had anY communication upon the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Again, he says Gerrit 
Smirn congratulated him. I would ask the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York (Mr. Smrrn} 
whether he came up on that occasion and con- 
gratulated the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. SMITH. I did not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itseems,then, that neither 
of these gentlemen congratulated the gentleman 
from Tennessee. Now comes the point to which 
I ask the gentleman’s particular attention. He 
says that *‘Mr. Campreti, who is of the same 
stripe with these gentlemen, did congratulate the 
gentleman from Tennessee,’’ [Mr. Cuttom ] I 
sat in my seat closely observing and listening to 
the debate between the two honorable gentlemen 

|| from Tennessee, and I never heard a syllable of 

|| the statement which the gentleman has published. 

| I now ask the gentleman from Tennessee whether 
he uttered those remarks upon the floor of the 
House, or did he print them subsequently in his 
speech, merely? 

| Mr. CHURCHWELL. The gentleman from 

| Ohio is indeed jealous of the reputation of my 

|| honorable colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not atall. 

| take care of that hanself. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. When I made allu- 
| sion to the fact that my colleague was congratu- 
|| lated by the Abolitionists of the North, ! hadno 

idea of making any personal allusion, or indulging 

in any personal disrespect tothe gentleman. Nor 
|| did I know before that the gentleman considered 
| it disrespectful to be congratulated by such men as 
the gentleman from Ohio. My object was to show 
who seemed to admire most the sentiments uttered 
by my colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not said that it was. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I referred to these 
honorable gentlemen congratulating my colleague, 
because they were the most prominent men on that 
|| side of the question. I believe l said, in the first in- 
stance, that men of such stamp as Gippies, of Ohio, 
|| congratulated him. I did not say he (Gippines) 
|| congratulated him, and | repeat the same now. 
I alluded to the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Smirn,] as next in my mind upon the Abolition 
|| side of the question. I referred to the gentleman 
|| from Ohio [Mr. Gippres] first. I now accept 
|| the correction, but I believed that the gentleman 
|| from Ohio [Mr. Campsett]) congratulated my 
|| colleague [Mr. Cuitom;] it matters not, others of 
the same stripe did. 
+ Mr.CAMPBELL. The point is, did the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee say that? 
| Mr. CHURCHWELL. My recollection is 
|| that I did. It is here in the speech. 
|| Mr. CAMPBELL. | do not ask anything 
| more than the gentieman’s recollection. 
| Mr. CHURCHWELL. But one thing more. 
| Task the gentleman from Ohio whether he con- 
| siders himself an Abolitionist or not? Did he not 
say in a speech made by him at the last session of 
Congress ** That if a law were passed respecting the 
fugitive slave law, General Scott, if elected to the 
|| Presidency, would not veto it ?’’ 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman shall not 
\\ find me either evading any question that he pro- 


He is able to 
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pounds, or going afterwards and inserting in my || that gentlemen of like political sentiments did, || House. 1 ask that he may be confined to 


printed speech any other remarks than those 


which I actually make use of when thus inter- | 


rogated., 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Nor will the gentle- 
man find any remarks in my speech for which | 
will not hold myself responsible. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is another thing; I 
am not questioning the gentleman’s responsibility 
atall, [t was as toa matter of fact that I inquired. 
Did he utter this sentence on the floor? 

First, then, | have never voted the Abolition 
ticket; and I reply to the gentleman’s question 
that I did say that I believed General Scott wasa 
W hig—that he entertained Whig doctrines in re- 
gard to the exercise of the veto power; and that I 
believed, if he were elected President, and if the 
Congress of the United States should repeal the 
fugitive slave law, he would not veto the bill; and 
I believeso still. Ifthe gentleman desires to know 
anything further on the subject of my opinions of 
the fugitive slave law, I can tell him that I not 
only voted against that law, but I ** spit on plat- 
forms’? which approved its details, and I am op- 
posed to itnow. He will see by this confession 
that there is no evasion of the question on my part. 

But, Mr. Speaker, [ propounded the question to 
the gentleman as to whether he made use of the 
terms which appear in his printed speech? He 
says his impression isthathedid. Now,l would 
appeal to the honorable gentleman, his colleague, 
{Mr. Cuntom,] who was watching every remark 
that he made at that time, as will be seen by his 
response | did myself, whether he [Mr, Cuurcu- 
wei] did make this remark, and charge in his 
speech, when he deliyered it, that I had congrat- 
ulated him ? . 

Mr. CULLOM. In relation to the question 
raised by my honorable friend from Ohto, [Mr. 
Campnecn,} touching the discussion on the Ne- 
braska bill, in which my colleague from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Cuurcuweti) took part when that 
question was pending, it will be seen, by reference 
to the speech of my colleague, that he referred to 
me, ah 
that the main thread of the speech turned upon 
the positions which I had taken in my speech on 
this question, and the course of my honorable 
colleague in the Senate, (Mr. Bex. ] In the course 
of his speech, my honorable colleague said that 
my speech was received with much éelat by north- 
ern Abolitionists, and announced that, on the con- 
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| without specifying any name. 


ing certain accusations against me, and || 


Mr.CHURCHWELL. ‘‘Of that stamp”’ were 
the words. 
now. 


Mr. CULLOM. I told my colleague those 


| gentlemen did not congratulate me, and that Mr. 


Smiru did not. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. Did not the Aboli- 
tionists congratulate you upon the occasion ? 
Mr. CULLOM. 


asked the question. 1 have seen it charged, in 


the Union newspaper of this city, that | was con- | 
gratulated by Mr. Gippines and the Abolitionists, | 


who hung around me like acloud. I say here, 
in my place, that if any Abolitionist upon this 


floor congratulated me upon the occasion I do not | 


know him as sach to-day, nor did I then. But 
men of both political parties, and both sections of 


the Union, did congratulate me in great numbers, | 


as all saw and know, among whom were ex- 


treme southern men, announcing that though they | 


differed with me in opinion upon the question, 
they congratulated me upon the effort. 
them was the distinguished gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Preston,] and my worthy friend 


from Virginia, now no more, [Mr. Snoperass,] | 


Governor Aiken, of South Carolina, Mr. Reese, 
of Georgia, Mr. Kerr, of North Carolina, several 


of my own colleagues; and many other gentlemen, | 
whose names I need not repeat, who differed | 


with me in reference t6 the bill, would, if neces- 
sary, do me the justice to say the same thing. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. They did not con- | 


gratulate you upon the sentiments of the speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course not; but I felt it 
was the greater compliment. I positively deny 
that | was congratulated by a single Abolitionist 


upon the occasion; and the gentleman should | 
| learn to be a little more particular in making those | 


sgveeping and random charges, intended to affect 


others, without the semblance of truth or fact to | 
sustain them. Being untrue, these charges all fall 


to the ground, 
Mr. OLDS. 


_ submit that the adjournment of Congress is now 
| under consideration, and that this debate is not 


applicable to that question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 


| from Ohio asked, and obtained leave, to make a 


| personal explanation. 
| saying is in order. 


clusion of it, | was congratulated by the Aboli- || 


tionists of the House. I was met, he said, by 
such Abolitionists as Gippines, of Ohio. I then 
rose and said to my friend that that was untrue; 
and that Mr. Gippines never had congratulated 
me, but was in the State of Ohio when my speech 
was delivered. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL, (interrupting.) When 


my colleague rose on the occasion he refers to,] 


said—as the House will recollect, and as my | 


speech will show—‘‘ such men as Gippinés, of 
Ohio.”’ | repeat the same now. 

Mr. CULLOM. He charged me, as I un- 
derstand it; with having been congratulated by 
avowed enemies of our institutions, such as Gip- 
pines, of Ohio. 
gratulated by him. Then he said that he meant 
men of that stamp; Gerrit Smiru.and others, con- 
gratulated me. 
unfortunate in that charge; that Mr. Smira had 
never congratulated me upon thespeech, from that 
day to this. 
lated by men of such stamp; but did not mention 
the name of my friend, [Mr. Camrse tu, of Ohio;)} 
and had he done so, | should have told -him that 
he was also, in that charge, incorrect, because he 
never congratulated me upon this floor in refer- | 
ence to my speech. 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camppe.n,} who raises | 
this question of veracity, is very jealous of the 
reputation of my colleague, and perhaps thinks | 
him not capable of defending himself. He calls | 
upon men directly interested, and makes witnesses | 
of them, to state what was said, Now, I havea | 
colleague here who says he heard me in every | 
remark I made; and he says I did make the re- | 
marks in my printed speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. Theremark of m 
when I told him that Mr. Giwpines 
gratulate me, was that Mr. Gereir Smrru did. | | 
told him he was in fault in that. 


I told him that he was equally || 





| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


colleague, | 


id not con- || 


Then he said I 


| to me. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not intend to have 
my attention diverted from the issue that is made. 


I assert that, although I paid the closest attention | 
| to the honorable gentleman during the delivery of | 
| his speech, I did not hear him make any allusigh 

His colleague [Mr. Cuttom] says he did | 
I now ask his other colleague on | 
| my right, (Mr. Tayzior,} whether he heard him | 


not hear him. 


say any such thing. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order, 
I want to know what is the question before the 
House? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 


before the House is the personal explanation of || 
| the gentleman from Ohio, for which the House 
I then told him I was not con- || 


have given unanimous consent. 


Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, objectto his pro- | 
ceeding upon the ground that this is not personal || 


explanation. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. | hope the gentleman | 
| will not object to my colleague answering the 
Then he said that | was congratu- | question which the gentleman from Ohio has put. 


Mr. SEWARD. Ido object. This is not the 
place to settle matters of this kind. I move that 
the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order, and decides that the 


|| gentleman has not the floor to make the motion 


to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Tayior,] to say whether 
he heard his colleague use the language to which 
I have referred. 

Mr. HILLYER. I rise to a question of order, 
and [ place it upon a ground whieh I think will 
be sustained by the Chair. The gentleman from 
Ohio has the floor tomakea personal explanation, 
but I hold that consent does not give him the right 
to interrogate members about the House in rela- 
tion to a controversy respecting the speech of a 
brother member. That does not come within the 
privilege which has been extended to him by the 


OBE. 


Such was the fact, and | repeat it | 


lam glad my colleague has | 


Among | 


I rise to a question of order. I | 


And therefore, what he is | 
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‘ , the priy. 
|, ilege allowed him by the House to make a ;, 
sonal explanation. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wi) 
| state that the House, by unanimous conse . 
| the gentleman from Ohio the privilege of 
| a personal explanation, and that he must 
| judge, to a very gredt extent, of 
|| nation shall be. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Having be. 
called upon to state what is my recollection as ~ 
the point of difference between the gentleman lie 
Ohio, {Mr. Campset,] and my colleague from 
Tennessee, (Mr, CuurcHwe xt, Jall that itis neces. 
sary, | presume, for me to say is, that my reco}. 
lection of what occurred between my colleagues 
[Messrs. Cuurcuwe ct and CuLtom,] on the oo. 
casion referred to, is precisely as stated by my 
colleague, (Mr. Curtom.] That is my recolles. 
tion. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Now, I hope the gep. 
tleman from Ohio will ask the same question of 
| my other colleague near me, [Mr. Smiru,] who 

was close by me when I made the remarks alluded 


Nt, ave 
making 


be the 
what that expla. 


to. 
|| Mr.CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to bring this matter to a close. 
| Mr.CHURCHWELL. I hope the gentleman 
will allow my colleague (Mr. Smit] to make a 
Statement In justice to me. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, propound the 
question to him yourself. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. No, sir; I will no; 
ask it, but in justice to myself I ask you, sir, to 
| propound it. 

Mr.SEWARD. I now renew my point of 
order. The House will perceive that this is not 
a proper personal explanation. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon his objection until my col 
league has made his statement. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I apprehend that the gen. 
tleman from Georgia cannot prevent the statement 
from being made. 

Mr. SEWARD. I insist upon my question of 
order. The object of this discussion is evidently 
to arraign the gentleman from Tennessee upon 
the charge of falsehood. [A laugh.] 

Several Memsers. ‘‘ Oh, no!” 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 1 do not so under- 
stand it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly I have no such 
purpose. 

Mr.SEWARD. Well, sir, this is a question 
in which the gentleman from Tennessee is only 
concerned. I want to know how the gentleman 
from Ohio is personally interested in the mat- 
ter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the question of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
unanimously permitted the gentleman from Ohio 
to make a personal explanation. The gentleman 
| from Georgia raises the question of order that the 
gentleman from Ohio is not confining himself to 
that explanation. The Chair overrules the ques- 
tion of order, and from that decision the gentle 
man from Georgia takes an appeal. The question 
now is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
| the judgment of the House?” 3 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope, in justice to 
| myself, that the gentleman from Ohio may be @l- 
lowed to proceed. 
| Mr.SEWARD. At the suggestion of the gen- 
| tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Cuurcuwett,| I 
| withdraw the appeal. 
|| Mr.CAMPBELL. I am very far from ar 

raigning the gentleman from Tennessee on the 
charge of falsehood. I wish that understood. 

What I do undertake to say is, that there are 
| things printed in that speech which, whether said 
"or not, are not true. | do not say that the gentle 
| man from Tennessee has wilfully and deliberately 
uttered untruth; but he has uttered,if what 18 
| printed was uttered, an untrue statement of several 

things. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Point them out. | 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. Whether they were said 





| or not the allegations are not correct, the first that 
is untrue, and the gentleman will understand me ‘ 


| use the term in no disrespectful sense, is that his 
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1854. 
colleague was 
GwpINGs. ay 7 
~ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks | 
chat the gentleman must, in his explanation, con- 

«oe himself to the portions of the speech referring 

to himself. 


f. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Soclosely am I associated | 


in all these matters that I cannot explain without 
referring to them. : 
The gentleman is next mistaken as to the gen- | 
seman from New York, (Mr. Gerrit nama 
and thirdly, as to the charge that I congratulate 
the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Cuttom] upon this 
foor, | know that it is not correct. he gentle- 
man will so recollect himself. 1t is untrue, and I 
know it, and so pronounce it, for the reason which 
| shall now proceed to give. I purposely and 
studiously avoided turning my face to the gentle- 
man when he was delivering his speech, and I 
purposely and studiously avoided going to him, 
shaking hands and congratulating him, as the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 
Amen] and others did. I did so for the reason | 
that | believed an effort would be made in some 
quarter or another to put these personal friends of | 
mine (Messrs. Cuttom, Erneripge, Tayior, and 
3uee] in a false position at home. Now, I say, 
in the face of God and the country, that the gen- | 
tleman is mistaken when he says in this speech 
that I did go up and congratulate his colleague. 

[ have but a word more to say. I am actuated 
in this matter by no unkind feeling towards the 
gentieman from Tennessee, (Mr. Cnurcuwe t,]| 
for | think that.a harsh word has never passed 
between us since the commencement of our inter- 
course here. I did notrise because I felt that any 
injury was done me by classing me with the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen to my right, [Messrs. Gip- | 
pines and SmirH;] not at all; for | do not know 
but what they have been more in the right than I 
have. [| have never acted with their party. | 
arose for the purpose of correcting this matter, 
for the benefit of the gentleman’s colleagues, sup- | 
posing that, by reason of the forged papers which | 
have been used heretofore to stigmatize me in 
Tennessee, and the means used to associate these | 
gentlemen with me now, their constituents might | 
be led to indulge in erroneous opinions in relation 
to their associations and their action here upon 
great national questions. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I ask but a word in 
reply. 

Mr. HILLYER. I must object. We have | 
already taken up a full hour with this matter, and 
I object to the gentleman’s proceeding. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I hope thegentleman 
from Georgia will allow me to reply to what the 
gentleman from Ohio has said. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee may be allowed to proceed with his | 
remarks. 

Mr. ORR. 1 move to suspend the rules for | 
the purpose of enabling the gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee to go on. 


Mr. HILLYER. At the earnest request of the | 


gentleman from Tennessee, I withdraw my objec- | 
tion. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I am indeed thank- | 
ful for the speech just closed by the honorable | 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campsexy.] The 
point which he rose to make was, that | had said 
that the Abolitionists and Free-Soilers had con- | 
gratulated my colleague, [Mr. Cuttom]—men of 
such stamp as Mr. Grppines, of Ohio, Mr. 
Smita, of New York, and Mr. Campsett, of | 


Ohio. The direct point which the honorable gen- | 


tleman makes is,—and he says he means it in | 
no disrespect,—that I used his name in connec- 
tion with men of such stamp as Gippines and 
SMITH as congratulating my colleague. I have 
been informed by several gentlemen, particularly 
by my colleague, [Mr. Smiru,] that I made use | 
of the language contained in the speech, as pub- | 
lished by me. If 1 was then incorrect, the gen- | 
“eman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuitom] should 
have corrected me. There was a crowd of north- 
ern Free-Soilers around my colleague, [Mr. Cut- 
Lom. I may have been mistaken as to Mr. Campr- | 
BELL being among them—I am not mistaken as 
to the point of fgct, that he was congratulated by 
Free-Soilers and Abolitionists. 

here is one thing about which there is no mis- 
take: that the speech of my colleague contained 


| 
} 
| 
j 














congratulated by my colleague, Mr. | | find Abolition names upon the record, or list of | 


those who subscribed for the honorable gentle- 
man’s speech—Sumner, Sewarp, and others of 
like stamp. 

Mr. SEWARD. Say Sewarp, of New York. 
Cgnenee 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. With pleasure, sir; all 
know it is the Abolitionist I allude to. 

Mr.CULLOM. A much larger number of my 
s a was circulated at the South than at the 

orth. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I do know that fif- 
teen thousand of this speech, which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campse.t] rises here and at- 
tempts to justify, were circulated at the North, 
and that five thousand were subscribed for by one 
gentleman, (Mr. Marreson, of New York,] who 
is, | believe, a known Abolitionist, and known to 
be an intimate friend of Sewarp, of New York. 
The gentleman’s own statement makes a worse 

| case for my colleague than anything said by me. 
W hat does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] say to-day? Heassigns asthe reason why 
he did not congratulate my colleague, that he was 
afraid that it would do him an injury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman 
from Tennessee will not misstate what | said. I 
was then alluding to the assertion which the gen- 
tleman made, that! did congratulate his colleague, 
{Mr. Cuttom.] I said 1 did not congratulate him, 
and I gave as a reason for it that | had under- 
stood from other sources that I was charged with 
having made an effort to sway the opinions of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Cutziom.]} | pur- 
posely and studiously, therefore, avoided con- 
gratulating him, because I[ did not desire to have 
any suspicion of that kind entertained by gentle- 
men. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say that he studiously avoided 
congratulating my colleague for fear that he might 
do him an injury with the people of Tennessee. 
And why, why, | would ask, was he under that 
apprehension ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will answer the gentle- 
man why it was. It was for the reason which I 
have given—that I knew tens of thousands of 
forged documents, purporting to have been written 
by me, and over my signature, had been scattered 
over the State of Tennessee, charging Abolition 
sentiments, and so forth,on me. Thatis the reason 
why I feared to injure him with the people of 
Tennessee. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
since the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CampBELL] has been a member of this House, that 
I have ever heard of the fact that he has attempted 
to defend any gentleman who it might be thought 
would be injured by an association with him. The 
honorable gentleman need not get up and tell the 
people—because they all believe it—that he enter- 
tains Abolition notions. They know that he isan 
enemy to the fugitive slave bill. What better 
evidence do they want of his being an Abolition- 
ist? Why, he answers that by saying that all 
the Whigs of the North are equally Abolitionists. 
This makes his case still worse, and is, indeed, 
poor palliation! 

But [ shall detain the House only a few mo- 
ments longer. I have been astonished at the ex- 
| traordinary position assumed by these gentlemen 

this morning. It wasadeep-laid scheme that was 
| laid to entrap me, in which the honorable gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Campsexv] set the triggers, 
which my colleague from Tennessee was to pull. 
Beautiful association that, [Mr. Cuttom and Mr. 
Camrsexy.] It will make my colleague popular 
in Tennessee! 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I expressly stated that I 
did not mean to charge that the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Cuurcuwe tt] had made his mis- 
statements willfully, or for the purpose of misrep- 
resenting me. What stated emphatically was, 
that the remark of the gentieman was not true, was 
| not correct; that the gentleman was mistaken in 


|| saying that I had congratulated his colleague; and 


I have proven that he was mistaken. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. | accept the gentle- 
| man’s explanation. He hasa right to correct me; 
and | accept his correction. Bat I hold to what I 


|| did say, that my colleague was congratulated by 


Aboliuonists. He (Mr. Cuttom] does not den 
| that, but he says that gentlemen alike from Nort 


sentiments which made it popular at the North. || and South, congratulated him; and he mentions 
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the names of some two or three southern men 
who did so. But, sir, ] am well satisfied that those 
gentlemen congratulated the ability, and not the 
sentiment of his speech. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Of course—the gen- 
tleman says. _ 

Mr. CULLOM. Let my colleague state the 
Abolitionist on this floor who congratulated me 
on that head, r 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I said that 
Soilers and Abolitionists congratulated him. 

Mr. CULLOM. I say that not one Abolitionist 
or Free-Soiler congratulated me, as far as | know. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. So far as the gentle- 
man knows of. 

Mr. CULLOM. I deny that they did, and I 


require proof of the fact. 


Free- 


{r. SAGE. Give the names. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I would name you 
first. 


Mr. SAGE. As the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Cuurcuwe tt] has made allusion to me 


| as one of those who congratulated the gentleman 


| from Tennessee, [Mr. Cutiom,] and as being a 


Free-Soiler, | want to state that the gentleman is 
mistaken. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I did not say that 
ou did. I stated that the gentleman from New 
York approved of the sentiments of that speech. 
Mr. SAGE. I will state to the gentleman my 
position. I have ever been a Whig of the Henry 


| Clay school, and one of the few who supported 


him in the Philadelphia convention, until General 
Taylor was nominated, and that, too, when a 
portion of the Kentucky delegation voted against 
him. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I wish to ask my 
colleague if Messrs. Marreson and Morean did 
not congratulate him ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I presume they did. I can- 


not speak with certainty; but I presume they did. 


| | do not know the fact whether they did or not. 


| gratulated the gentleman. 


It is the first time, 


Mr. MATTESON. Did the gentleman ask 
whether | congratulated him? 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 1 did. 

Mr. MATTESON. I was at Utica, New 
York, at the time the speech was made; but had 
I been here [ should have done so. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Then nobody con- 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to answer? : 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order. 
It is this: whether, when any question arises in 


| the House, it is in order for any one member to 


poll the members of the House? 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
hour expired ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Has the morning 


It has not yet commenced. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will now answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. I am called upon to state 
whether I did not congratulate the gentleman’s 


| colleague [Mr. Cviiom) at the close of his speech? 
| { thank God I had the opportunity of congratula- 
| ting a good and honest man from the South. 


Let me say to the gentleman, that I never be- 
longed to a Free-Soil or Abolition organization, 
but always to the old-fashioned Whig, Henry 
Clay school, until he [Henry Clay] abandoned us 
on the fugitive slave law. [Laughter.] 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dickws, their Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles: 

S. R. No. 380. An act to authorize the coin- 
age of gold pieces of the value respectively of ten 
eagles and bve eagles, and for other purposes; and 

S. R. No. 398. An act for the relief of the 
heirs of Captain Joshua Chamberlain, deceased, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

House bill No. 178. An act for the relief of 
Benjamin Rowe; and 

House bill No. 266. An act for the relief of 


| Captain E. A. F. Lavalette, of the United States 


il 


{| 


Navy, severally without amendment. | 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. |! have at last ascer- 
tained that he was congratulated by at least one 


A bolitionist, [Mr. Wasuevrne, of lilinois.) 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I did con- 


\) gratulate the gentleman, and | shall ever congrat- 
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. at a 
ulate such noble sentiments, by whomsoever ut- | 


tered. 


Mr. EWING. I should like the gentleman 


from Illinois to state whether he, too, is of the | 


Henry Clay school? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE. lam. Iwill state that 
I was a member of the convention at Baltimore, 
and helped to nominate Henry Clay, in 1844. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. One word, and I will 
close. ‘The points, and, as I understand it, the 
only points which have been made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio upon me, is simply whether I 
used the expressicn to which he hie referred in 
my printed speech, in my remarks in the House, 
and whether he did congratulate my colleague 
upon his speech. The gentlemen have presented 
their evidence. Now, sir, I come in with rebatting 
testimony. I will present affirmative evidence. | 
ask my colleague, [Mr. Smirn]—and I mightbring 
other witnesses to back him, if necessary—to state 
to the House whether he did not hear me use the 
language contained in my printed speech to which 
the gentleman from Ohio fing referred ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. It will be recol- 
lected that [ occupied a seat near my colleague 
during the delivery of his speech. Atthe portion 
of his speech now in controversy, | was handing 
my colleague an extract which he had desired me 
to turn to for him, and as I handed it to him, he 
turned to me, and while finishing a remark, I dis- 
tinctly heard him use the name of Mr. Campne.v. 
Ido not think he said it loud enough to be heard 
by the House generally, but I heard him dis- 
tinctly. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Now, I think that 
matter is settled; and now I want the gentleman 
distinctly to understand that I accept his correc- 
tion, but that he has not entrapped me, as was pre- 
meditated, and as he desired. I have done. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I now rise to 
a question of privilege. 

ir. CULLOM. I ask the gentleman to allow 
me to say a word. I will not occupy the time of 
the House but a moment. 

Mr. STANTON. It seems to me that enough | 
has been said upon this matter; but as the gentle- 
man desires to make an explanation in reference 


to himself, 1 will yield to him, hoping that he will || 


make his remarks as brief as possible. 

Mr. HILLYER. I must object to any further 
personal explanation. I gave notice some time 
since that I would. 


HON. MIKE WALSH—CONTESTED ELECTION. | 


} 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. On Saturday || 6 


last there was presented to this House a petition 
signed by George W. Isaacs, of the city of New 
York, and others, protesting against the right of | 
the Hon. Mike Wats to hold a seat upon this 
floor. As that memorial is short, I send it to the 





The memorial was read by the Clerk, as follows: | 


To the Honorable the House of Representatives : 


The petition of George W. Isaacs and others, whose | 
names are hereunto appended, of the city of New York, 
respectfully showeth : 

That early in the present session, a petition was pre- | 
sented to the House, alleging, and offering to sustain by | 
evidence, the fact that Mike Walsh, now holding a seat in 
the House, from the fourth congressional district of the 
State of New York, was incapacitated to retain the same, 
by reason of bis being an alien. The petition was reported 
back by the Committee of Elections, because no proofs | 
accompanied it. A further petition was subsequently pre- 
sented, with two affidavits annexed, of respectable wit- 
nesses, taken before a United States Commissioner, estab- 
lishing the facet of Mr. Walsh’s ineligibility, with an offer 
to produce additional testimony in support thereof, in such | 
manner as the House or its Committee of Elections might 
order and direct. Repeated efforts have been made by per- 
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; < ; sa ee laa | 
request that it be read to this body. The letter to | 


the Speaker goes on to say that the first memorial 
to the House was sent at the commencement of 
the session, to Mr. Ewina, one of the Committee 
of Elections, who ‘‘has played the traitor and 


coward in stifling its contents from the country.” | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee, in the chair.) The gentleman had bet- 
ter have the letter read from the desk. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not intend to have the 
whole of the letter read. I only wish to refer to 
those parts which cast censure very unjustly, I 
think, upon members of the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
fee ought to be read. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; if that be the 


I claim that the whole 


| wish of the House, it must be so; though I prefer 


| withdraw my objection. 


it should not be done. 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the letter as 


far as Mr. Sranron had stafed its contents. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) I object to the read- 
ing of a document which reflects in the manner 
this does on a member of this House. 

Mr. EWING. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his objection, and let the letter be read. It 
would be doing me great injustice to stop its read- 
ing now. 

{Cries of ** Read it!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The paper will be read. 
Connected with the right of a member to a seat 
in this body, and introduced on a privileged ques- 
tion, it must, in the opinion of the Chair, be read, 
if desired. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not assent to the correctness 
of the proposition that everything submitted here 
as a question of privilege must, of necessity, be 
read. The gentleman from Kentucky asks me to 
In justice to him I do 
so; but I think that the paper ought not to have 
been presented when it reflected in the manner it 
does on a member of this House. 

Mr. STANTON. I have no desire that the 
paper should be read. I intended simply to read 
a few lines of it, in order to show to the House 


that the Committee of Elections have been very 
| much censured in consequence of their not having, 


| 
| 


as these persons suppose, taken proper action on 
their petition. These letters are addressed, one 
to the Speaker, and the other to the honorable 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Smirn,] and 
reflect on the committee and the honorable mem- 
ber whose claim to a seat here is contested, in very 
ross and vulgarlanguage. My object in obtain- 
ing the floor this morning, was simply to present 


| this matter to the House, and to ask it to take 


some action on the subject, which I shall indicate 
in proper time. I hope that the further reading 
of the papers will be dispensed with, and that I 


‘ || may be allowed to go on with my statement. 
Clerk, and ask that it may be read. | 


{Cries of ** Read!” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
to dispense with the further reading of the papers? 

Mr. STANTON. I merely suggested that 
| their further reading be dispensed with, on account 
of the nature of their contents; and as that seems 
to be the desire of some gentlemen, I submit the 


| motion now to dispense with the further reading, 


sonal correspondence with some members of the commit- | 


tee, to obtain a hearing of the matter; but thus far it has 
been without success. We now desire to bring this ques- 
tion directly to the attention of the House, and to ask, as 
we respectfully do, that some order shall be ee made, 
by means of which your petitioners shall be enabled to lay 
before you their proofs, which we are ready to adduce 
whenever an opportunity shall be afforded to us; and in 
such manner as shall be directed by you. 
And your petitioners will ever pray. 
G. W. ISAACS, 
JOHN GRIFFIN, 192 Hester street. 
WILLARD PHELPS, No. 16, First avenue. 
PATRICK HURLEY, No. 82} Chatham street. 
WILLIAM P. POWERS, 76 Prince street. 
JOHN KETCHUM, 271 Elizabeth street. 
New Yorks, May 30, 1854. 


Mr.STANTON. The memorial just read was |, 


if that be necessary to get rid of the reading. 

Mr. EWING. I would ask it now as a favor 
from the House that the letter be read. I think, 
in justice to me, that its further reading should 

| not be dispensed with. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Enough has been 

| read to make the reading of the remainder neces- 
sary. 

Mr. HUNT. I think that the entire letter ought 

now to be read. It brings a charge of dishonor 

against a member of this House. The whole 

letter, when read, will show the temper in which 

it has been communicated to the body. As an 


act of justice to the gentleman from Kentucky, it 


ougne to be read. 


r. STANTON. Permit me to say, that the 
remarks inclosed in brackets are only those which 


relate to the committee. 


| badly, if not worse, than the committee. 


| r. PRESTON. I hope the leiters will be 
read. 
The question was thentaken whether the letters 





Clerk. 
Mr. STANTON. It will be seen that the», 
thor of these letters refers to former metiore, 
| which have been sent to this House, one of whien 
| was sentto my honorable colleague, [Mr. Ewing } 
|, and by him regularly presented to the House, and 
1 referred to the Committee of Elections, Th 
i committee met, and took up the question: i 
|| found that there was no proof submitted by th ; 
| memorialists which would justify their taking an 
action on the subject; and, after waiting a reason. 
able time, they reported the memorial back to th. 
House, and asked to be discharged from the fur. 
| ther consideration of the subject. 
| _ Subsequently another memorial—the one which 
| IT hold in my hand—was presented to this House 
|| I believe by myself, at the request of one of th. 
|| parties. It contains two affidavits, which purport 
| to be the proof on which this whole charge 
|| against the honorable gentleman from New York 
| rests. One of these affidavits states that on 4 
|| certain occasion the affiant met the Hon. Mr. 
| Watsn either in Albany or in New York, anj 
|| that in a conversation with him, the Hon. Mr. 
Wats said he would not acknowledge himself 
| to be an Irishman born, because at some future 
| day he might be called upon to become Pregj. 
| dent of the United States, [laughter;] and the 
| Constitution, said he, would forbid him to occupy 
| that position, 
| The next affidavit is that of a person who calls 
herself Charlotte Malony. She says she was 
| once on a visit to Lreland, or happened to be jn 
| Ireland, when she met the mother of the Hon. Mr. 
| Watsu, and her son Mike, who was then achiid. 
| of six or eight years of age; and that when there 
| the mother told her that Mike was born in Ire. 
| land. That subsequently she had met the mother 
, and child herein New York, and recognized Mike 
| as the same one she had seen in Ireland. That is 
the whole of the testimony presented by this me- 
| morial, and which has come before the committee, 
Some time efter the memorial was referred to the 
| committee, I received the following letter from the 
| gentleman who signed it: 


eRe 





| 


New York, May 9, 1854. 
Str: Can I ask the favor to be informed if any proceed- 
ings are likely to be soon taken by the Committee of Elec- 
tions, in reference to the petition of myself and others in 
| your possession, or in that of the committee? 
I dislike to be troublesomg; but your prompt and cour- 
| teous reply to my former warrants me in again calling 
your attention to the subject. Those who have united wit! 
me in this matter have been daily expecting to receive 
some notification from your committee, and are constantly 
importuning me with inquiries. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. W. ISAACS, 
No. 141 east 27th street. 
Hon. Ricuarp H. STantTon. 


When I received that letter, (which is from one 
of the persons whose names are attached to the 
memorial presented on Saturday,) | called the 
Committee of Elections together. I laid the matter 
| before them; and, under their instructions, | re 
| plied to the letter, assuring the gentleman who 
wrote it that the Committee of Elections would 
take up the matter whenever the popes and proof 
substantiating the case were laid before them; that 
the testimony then before them was not sufficient 
to justify any action on their part; that it scarcely 
made out a prima facie case; and that the com- 
| mittee could go no further, unless they were put 
| in possession of more and stronger testimony. 
said to him, also, that if he and his friends desired 
to produce more testimony on the point before this 
| committee, it was for them to'have it taken in the 
city of New York, and sent here to some member 
of the New York delegation, so that it might be 
presented to the House, and regularly referred to 
our committee; and that when they made outa 
| case in this way, the committee would be prepared 
| to act upon it, and toact promptly. Atleast such 
is my recollection of the contents of my reply, 
I kept no copy of the letter. 

I am satisfied, from the correspondence which 








The balance of the let- || I have had with this gentleman, and from the let- 
ter refers to the honorable gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Watsu,]} and treats him quite as 


ters which have been presented here to-day, that 
| this whole crusade against the honorable gentle 
man from New York, grows out of some personel 
ill-will entertained towards him by, at Jeast, some 
of the persons who have signed the memorials. 

I am satisfied thatthe matter ought not to en 





sent to the Speaker of this House, accompanied || should be read, and it was decided in the affirm- || gage the attention of this House further; and for 


by the letter which [ hold in my hand, with the '' ative. 


this reason 4 intend to move, before I close my 
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wks, that the Committee of Elections be dis- 
from the further consideration of the 


l urged 
recl. 7 
| omitted to say that in ~~ letter to Mr. Isaacs, 
| stated to them, as well as | now remember, that 
‘he Committee of Elections had no power to send 
wo New York to have testimony taken, or to go 
‘here for that purpose. They seemed to think 
‘om their letter to me previously to the one that | 
| have just read ’ thatthe committee would come to | 
New York and sit there and take testimony, or else 
send a commission for that purpose. I informed 
chese gentlemen that, under the rules ofthe House, | 
‘he committee had no such power; and now, if the | 
House think that the matter ought to be further 
considered, let them, instead of voting affirmatively | 
on my proposition that the committee be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- | 
iect, reject that proposition, and give the commit- | 
tee the power to send for persons and papers, or | 
to send a commission to New York; and I am 
eure there is not a single member of the committee | 
who will not discharge his duties in the premises | 
promptly. ‘These persons have no right to com- 
plain of the course of the committee, as every dis- 
nosition has been shown to hear and consider | 
whatever testimony might be furnished them; and | 
the committee had no power to take or consider | 
any testimony which did not come to them through 
the House by regular reference. The fact that | 
they did not send further testimony, and pursue | 
the course which I indicated, is not explained by 
their last memorial, in which they censure the | 
committee. 


su 


| 
| 
| 
| 


I move that the committee be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will suggest to | 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranrton,] 
that in my opinion the proper course to be taken 
in this matter is to suspend the rules, so as to en- 
able us to reconsider this vote by which these 
papers were referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, They were so referred; but they never 
ought to have been; and I am sure it was a mat- 
ter of inadvertence on the part of the Speaker, 
that they were so referred; because the reference 
of them was in direct violation of one of our stand- 
ing rules. They are not respectful to this body, 
or to its members. 

Mr. STANTON. The letters which I read 
were not referred to the committee. 

Mr. EWING. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to withhold his proposition in ref- || 
erence to this matter until | can make a very few | 
remarks, 

Mr. BAYLY. I shall finish my remarks in a 
moment, and then the gentleman will have an 
——— to submit what he has to say. 

suggest to the House that the appropriate mode 
of getting rid of this whole matter is to reconsider 
what has been done. My own opinion is, that 
the proper course is not to receive these papers at 
all. They are disrespectful to the House, and | 
am sure, as [ said before, it was an inadvertence 
on the part of the Speaker that the papers were 
ever referred to the committee. 

A Memper. They have not been referred. 

Mr. EWING. I did not suppose that I should 
be called upon to make any personal explanations 
this morning. I was overtaken by this necessity 
In unconscious innocence. The House seems to 
have been abundantly satisfied, and evén to be 
satiated with them. But I may, perhaps, as well 
begin my explanation in the usual form used this 
morning; and will state, therefore, that I have 
been a Clay Whig all my life; but I have never 
been congratulated by an Abolitionist, [laughter;] 
and that Henry Clay never did abandon me, as he 
was unkind enough to do with the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Moreawn;] but adhered to me 
in all the vicissitudes of my changeful life. 

In reference to this ver ve matter, which 
has been brought before this House—with all due 
respect to the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. | 

TANTON,] and with a conviction that his motives | 
were perfectly correct—I must say, I think he 
erred in bringing it before the House at all; and | 
think he further erred, if he will allow me to say 
80, in laying it before the House, without givi 
me some notice that he was going to do so, an 
without exhibiting to me those documents so in- 
teresting tome. {Laughter.} 

Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman | 











| myse 


my own suggestion. It was first suggested in a 
conversation with the Speaker of this House, and 
[ afterwards consulted some members of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, and from the result of such 
consultation I determined to do it. 

Mr. EWING. I do not intend to find fault 
with the course which has been pursued; but I 
will only say, that it is my opinion, as | have a 
right to say, interested as I am in it, being a 
grave political controversy, which may perhaps 
result in my political death, [laughter,] I will say 
I think he erred. 

Well, they say I have smuggled this matter out 
of the way. I may, perhaps, be allowed to say, 
that I did not think it proper to have it brought 
before the House. It may be proper to state in a 
few words the reasons which have influenced my 
course upon this matter; and [ do not suppose that 
any gentleman upon this floor will think that I 
have not acted upon good reasons. 

An ex-member of the last Congress,an eminent | 
and worthy gentleman, asked me if I would pre- 
sent a petition or memorial of the character re- 
ferred to, from the city of New York, if signed 
by respectable gentlemen in that city. I told him 
1 would not hesitate to do so, as the gentlemen who 
should sign it were constituents of the member 
whose seat was sought to be contested, and must 
seek some other organ of communication to the 
House. Upon that assurance the memorial was 
sent, and it was referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. I did not read it before it was so referred. 
The memorial was shown to the gentleman from 
New York most interested in it, and he told me 
the character of each and every signer of that 
paper; and he painted their character in by no 
means favorable colors. 

Subsequently, in confirmation of his representa- 
tions, we received a most delectable document, 
somewhat similar in its character to those which 
have entertained the House at my expense. I 
hold in my hand a letter from the same gentleman— 
for it seems to be in the same hand writing, and 
written by one—but signed ‘* more than one Irish- 
man.’’ It isan anonymous letter. Here is the 
letter, (holding it up before the House.) The 
characters seem to swell and grow larger, as the 
writer swelled in indignation; and by the time that 
he reached the close of the page, he makes such 
characters as I have no doubt the Speaker can see 
from his chair. He says, in such swelling char- 
acters, ‘* If he has papers, let him snow THEM’’—in 
characters large enough to make a sign for a 
wholesale commission store. [Laughter.] 

I, of course, could make no reply to that, and 
I showed it to my friends. From these, in con- 
nection with other facts, taking in view the fact 
that it was couched in unusual terms, and asked 
that a committee be sent to New York, and that | 
it was unaccompanied by any proof, we waited | 
some little time; the committee met; I was not | 
present; but they determined to ask the House to 


| discharge them from the further consideration of 


the memorial. The chairman came to me and re- 


| quested that I should make the report of the com- 


mittee. I did so, having originally presented the | 
memorial, concurring, as I did, in the conclusion 
of the committee. 

I afterwards received another document, even 
more interesting than either of the others, abusing 
me and the committee in the most delectable or- 
thography, taking great liberties with our good | 
names and characters, and still greater with the | 
Queen’s English. It seems to methatif anything | 
is to be done in this matter, the first step ought to 


| be taken by her Majesty the Queen of Great Brit- 


ain. I have been waiting for her to first avenge 
the outrage which has been committed upon her 
Majesty’s language. When that insult has been 
settled or avenged, when their differences have 
been amicably adjusted, I may then feel myself 
called upon to hunt up Mr. John Griffin, and 
hold hin responsible for charging me with lying. 
[Laughter.] He ought not io have done it. It is 
simply a question of veracity between him and 
Ie He says | lied in my throat; I say I did 
not. [Laughter.] I hope the matter will be am- 
icably adjusted. [Renewed laughter.} But he 
takes greater liberty, even, with my friend from 
New York than with myself. Hecalls hima ras- 
k-i-l, [great laughter,] and of the superfine stamp. 

| A Memper. Read it. 
Mr. EWING. 
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No, I will not read the letter. | 
rom Kentucky, that I did not do it solely upon |) His language is, that ‘* Mike is a superfine ras- | 
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He signs himself, ‘‘ A Hard Shell Demo- 
Now, sir, | confess, to the charge the gen- 
tleman—as my colleague upon the Committee of 
Elections [Mr. Stanton] is pleased to call him— 
a gentleman, [ suppose, by way of a joke, [laugh- 
ter]—I confess to the truth of the charge that I 
did wish to ‘* smuggle’’ the matter from the House; 
or, rather, to be more accurate in the expression, 
I did not think it worthy to occupy the attention 
of even one member of the House. The whole 
affair seems to be founded in malice, from the fact 
that, in the first communication it is said that 
they would not have published this—that is, that 
Mike was an Irishman—but for the fact that, ina 
wrivate correspondence, Mike had given them an 
insult. He.says he would ‘sometimes say, 
‘Never mind; it takes us (meaning us Irish) to 
come the shy over the Yan-k-e-y Softs.’”’ [Laugh- 
ter.] 

It seems from this letter thatif there were any 
fraud, these people were confederates in the fraud; 
and now they want to turn State’s evidence, and 
revenge themselves upon the honorable member 
from New York on account of some fancied or real 
insult. [Cries of **That’s clear! That’s clear.’’] 
Of course, | had no other interest in the matter 
except that | should very much regret to lose so 
useful and industrious a member from this House. 
He is, I believe, now present, as he almost always 
is,as well as my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Keirt,} and myself. (Laughter.] I say the ser- 
vices of so industrious a member could not well be 
dispensed with; and | could, therefore, of course, 
have no feeling in common with those gentlemen 
who wish to pursue this prosecution. I have no 
other explanation to make further, save that I wish 
it borne in mind that | am a Whig of the Henry 
Clay school, and that he did not forsake me when 


kil.”’ 


crat.’’ 


| the slavery question came up, as he did the gentle- 


man from New York. With these remarks, sir, 
I will not trouble the House further with an affair 
so unimportant. I do not doubt that you will 
concur with me in the propriety of pursuing the 
course I did. 

Mr. ORR. I agree with the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayvy,] that this matter 
should never have been brought before the House. 
But, upon subsequent inquiry, | learn that these 
letters were never sent to the Committee of Elec- 
tions at all. I regret exceedingly that I did not 
adhere to my original purpose, and insist that 
these papers should ndt be read. But I think the 
House ought now to dispose summarily of the 
matter. A motion hasbeen made to discharge the 
Committee of Elections from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial. In order to close debate, 
I will moveto lay the memorial upon the table. The 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia would ac- 
complish the purpose, but we would have to goa 
round-about way toaccomplishit. It would require 
a suspension of the rules; and there is a motion to 
suspend the rules already pending; and as the 
memorial was presented and referred under the 
rule, there may be some doubt as to whether we 
have the right to reconsider the reference. I 
think, with the gentleman from Virginia, that it 
should never have been received; but the best 
way we can dispose of it now is to discharge the 
committee from its further consideration, and lay 
it upon the table. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virgivia. My friend from 
South Carolina will allow me to os a word. The 
remarks which I made were predicatad on the 
supposition that these letters had been referred 
with the memorial. Otherwise I could not con- 
ceive why they were brought here. My remarks, 
I distinctly say, were predicated on the supposi- 
tion that those matters had been referred. If they 
had not been referred, then I adhere to my former 
remark that they were introduced through inad- 
vertency, but very improperly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that the letters were not referred, either 
in the House or under the rule, and that the me- 
morial was the only paper referred. 

Mr. BAYLY. ! have no further suggestion to 
make. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope that there will be 
unanimous consent to exclude these letters from 
the Congressional Globe. T have come im- 
properly before the House, and | do not think that 
they should be allowed a place there. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
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tucky uses them as part of his speech; and he has 
the power to suppress them, if he chooses. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The House 
will recollect that I did not desire the reading of 
more than a single paragraph of the letters—no 
more than four or five lines—and that portion 
going to censure the Committee of Elections. I 
shall not publish the letters, as a matter of course, 
in my printed remarks. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then no motion is neces- 


gary. 

The question was taken; and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay the memorial upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The pending question is on 
a motion made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Hittyer,]} that the rules be suspended in 
order that he may introduce a bill to change the 
ume for the meeting of Congress. 

Mr. HILLYER. The bill is short, and I would 
ask its reading. 

The bill was read. It provides that hereafter the 
day appointed by law for the meeting of Congress 
shall be the firat Monday in November of each 
year, instead of the first SSendas in December. 

Mr. HILLYER. I demand tellers on the mo- 
tion for suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BRIDGES called for the yeas and nays, 
but subsequently withdrew the call. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I renew the de- || 


mand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
115, nays 58; as follows: 


Y FAS—Meessrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Appleton, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, 
Banks, Belcher, Bell, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Bocock, 
Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamber, 
lain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clingman, Colquitt, Corwin, 
Crocker, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, 
Disney, Edmands, Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, 
Fiagier, Fuller, Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, 
Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Har 
ris, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, 
Howe, Hughes, Ingersoll, Johnson, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, 
Matteson, May, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Mor 
decai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, 
Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, 
Shower, Samuel A Smith, William Smith, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Riehard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Straub, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, ‘rout, Tweed, Upham, Vansant, Wade, Walker, 
Walley, Elliha B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, John 
Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—115. 

NAYS--- Messrs. Barksdale, Barry, Bridges, Caskie, 
Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Cox, Cullom, Dickinson, Dow- 
dell, Danham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Florence, Goode, Hamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Hill, Houston, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kurtz, 


Letcher, Lilly, MeMullin, Murray, Noble, Andrew Oliver, | 


Packer, Peck, Peckham, Phelps, Powell, Ready, Robbins, 
Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, John 
L. Taylor, Vail, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright— 
58. 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 
Mr. HAVEN. I want the ear of the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, while I | 


have that of the Speaker. 1 ask for the unani- 
mous consent of the House to enable the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to report 
a y reducing the revenue and adjusting the 
vari 


Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. 1 object. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. ROBBINS. As a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, | desire to submit a 
minority report. If one report be submitted, so 
ought the other. Will the gentleman include in 


his motion the minority as well as the maiority 


report? 


The SPEAKER. The minority report would | 


come in more regularly after the majority report 
had been submitted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I presume the gentleman 
from New York will not object to the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAVEN. [accept the modification 
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| Mr. HOUSTON. I hope that the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rircuie) will withdraw 
his objection. The bills are merely asked to be 
received for reference, and that they may be 
printed. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I demand the yeas and | 


nays. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers on the 


yeas and nays. 
Tellers and yeas and nays were both refused. 
The question was then put, and (two thirds 


voting in the affirmative) the rules were suspended. | 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee-of Ways 


and Means, reported the following bill; which | 


was then read a first and second time by its title, 

| as follows: 
A bill reducing the rates of duty on imports, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. ROBBINS. 
accompanied the substitute drawn up by a minority 


of the committee with a report, which | desire to 


have printed with the bill. 


TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 


| the Clerk that there was a mistake upon the 


| former vote upon the motion made by the gentle- | 


| man from Georgia [Mr. Hittyer] to suspend the 


| rules. ‘The vote being 115 to 57; and that being | 
|| two thirds, the rules are suspended. 
The bill was then read a first and second time | 


by its title, as follows: 
A bill to change the day for the annual assem- 
bling of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 


and read the third time. 

Mr. HILLYER. Ido not intend to make a 
| speech to the House in support of the bill I have 
introduced; and I[ only desire to say just one word 


from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] the other day, in 
relation to the proposition that Congress should 
meet prior to the first Monday of December. The 
position taken on that occasion by that gentleman 
was, that Congress, upon assembling on the first 
Monday of December, would do nothing until after 
Christmas; and if Congress assembled at an earlier 


no business would be done until after the Christ- 
| mas ae were passed. I merely wish to say, 
| by way of reply to the position taken by that 


introducing this bill was to awoid the force of 


than that, is consumed by the members in draw- 


themselves with rooms, and in making arrange- 
| ments to remain here during the winter. 

After these necessary preliminary arrangements 
are completed, we are come to the middle of De- 
cember, and are approaching the Christmas holi- 
days; and generally but little business has been 
transacted before the expiration of that time. 
| My object, then, is, that the House should meet 

earlier, at least about the first Monday in Novem- 
| ber, thereby adding another month to the short 
session, so that members could make the necessar 
arrangements, &c., and then proceed to the busi- 
| ness of the session in good earnest—thus giving 


| us time to act upon the vast amount of the busi- 


ness of the long session that may remain undis- | 
And also to act more judiciously and | 
properly upon the questions appropriately arising || 


| posed of. 


| for our consideration during the short session. It 
is within the experience of ever 
any experience on this subject, that three months 
is too short a time to be allotted to the short ses- 
sion of Congress. It oughtto be extended at least 
one month. 


| enabling the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
| Peckuam] to make a motion to amend. 

|| Mr. PECKHAM., I move to amend the bill 
] by striking out *‘ the first Monday in November,” 


I wish to state that I have | 


The bill and substitute were then referred to the | 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 

and, together with the report presented by the || 
| minority of the committee, ordered to be printed. || 


now will be upon ordering the bill to be engrossed | 


in reply to the remarks made by the gentleman | 


day than the first Monday of December, that still | 


gentleman, that the very object I had in view in | 
the gentleman’s objection. I know it has been | 
the general practice of Congress to do but little | 
business before Christmas, for the obvious reason | 
that the first week of the session, and even more | 


ing their seats, in the organization of the House, | 
the a of committees, in providing | 


man that has | 


I shall not pursue the discussion of the subject | 


June 19, 


and insert in lieu thereof ‘the first Monday ; 
October;”’ and upon that | move the = 
question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman f,, 

, . : mh 
New York withdraw his call for the Previous 
question, and allow me to say one word? 7 
Mr. PECKHAM. Certamly; I withdraw y 
call for the previons question. , 
Mr. HAMILTON. | would state to the House 
that unless they fix the day of meeting on the 
| second Monday in November, the State of Mary. 
land cannot be represented in this House at th, 
commencement of the next Congress. By the 
constitution of Maryland, the day of the genera! 
election for that State is fixed on the first Wednes. 
day in November. We must therefore either hay. 
a special election for members of Congress, or we 
must at times be unrepresented in the organiza. 
tion of this House, or we must elect a year in ad. 
vance; all and either of which will be wrong and 
injurious in operating upon us. 
{ think it wrong, and I think that the people of 
Maryland will consider it wrong to resort to the 
latter alternative, believing that Representatives 
should be elected as soon before the convening of 
Congress as they well can; because then will 
they more likely reflect the sentiments of their 
constituents, and then they are more immediately 
|| responsible to public sentiment. 
Mr. GOODE. What is the time of the assem. 
bling of Congress provided for in the original bil! 
And what would be the effect of the previous ques- 
tion? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as i 
| now stands, as introduced by the gentleman {rom 
Georgia, (Mr. Hittyer,] provides that the future 
meetings of Congress shalt take place on the first 
Monday in November. The gentleman from 
| New York proposes to strike out the words “ first 
Monday in November,’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘* the first Monday in October.” |f 
the previous question be demanded and sustained, 
it will bring the House first to vote on the amend. 

| ment of the gentleman from New York, and then 
on the engrossment of the bill, and ordering it to 

| a third reading. 

| Mr. GOODE. I desire to say that the original 
bill proposes to lengthen each session of Congress 
one month, so as to add sixty days to the legisla- 
tion of the country, and sixty days additional 
expense to the country. It proposes thirty days 
addition to each session, which will be sixty days 
for the two years. 

The amendment proposes to double this addi- 
| tional time, by adding sixty days to each session 

Let the country understand that fact. The object 
is, or, at least, the result will be, to prolong the 
|, sessions of Congress. The tendency is—and the 
fact has been declared frequently by distinguished 
statesmen—to make our sessions of Congress per- 
poe Sir, the evil of this age is excess of legis- 
ation, and weare providing, by this bill, toaddto 
| that evil. These remarks are designed simply to 
justify my vote in opposition to this bill, and | de 
sired to have my grounds of opposition recorded. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. By the provision of the 
constitution of the State of cee our State 
elections are required to be held on the first Mon- 
day and day following in November. The act of 
| the Legislature passed in 1833, providing for the 
| election of members of Congress, conforms to this 
| provision in our constitution; and since that pe- 
riod our State and congressional elections have 
been held at the same time—on the first Monday 
and day following in November. The Legisla- 





previo ug 


Y || ture of the State convened on the first Monday !" 


January last, and adjourned in March; and will 
not meet again until January, 1856. , 
The constitution also contains the following 
provision: 


“«‘ Whenever two thirds of each branch of the Legis!*- 
ture shall deem any change, alteration, or amendment De 
cessary to this constitution, such proposed change, allera- 
tion, or amendment shall be read and passed by a majorily 
of two thirds of each House, respectively, on each day '0' 
| three successive days ; public notice thereof shall then be 
|| given by the Secretary of State at least six months preced- 
|| ing’the next general election, at which the qualified elect- 
|| ors shall vote directly for or — such change, an 

| or amendment; and if it shall appear that a majority of the 
|| qualified electors voting for members of the Legislature 





any further, but yield the floor for the purpose of || shall have voted for the proposed change, alteration, of 


|| amendment, then it shall be inserted, by the next ae ; 
| ing Legislature, as a part of this constitution, and not ote 
|| Wise.?? 


|| ‘The House will see at once that the period for 
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holding our State election is fixed by the consti- | 
ation, and cannot be altered unless in the manner 
escribed by it, according to the above clause. | 
T . bill under consideration provides that Con- 
eae shall meet on the first Monday of Novem- 
For the very day of our election. The Legisla~ 
emay alter the time of electing our members of | 
Congress without any change of our State con- 
-atution; but the Legislature will not meet again 
: til January, 1856,two months after the meeting 


t 


.¢ Congress, according to the time specified in the | ‘ 
: land states is one of the strongest | have heard. | 
| 


+ 

“The Governor would be compelled then to call 
anextra session of the Legislature, at considerable 
expense to the State, to provide for the election of 
members of Congress, or the State of Mississippi 
would be disfranchised by this bill for an-_entire 


month, because it would require at least that length 


of time for the members to reach the capital after 
the election. It would also require us to separate 
our State and congressional elections, until our 


eopstitation could be altered so as to unite them | 


rain. 

"The act of our Legislature, prescribing the time 
for electing members of Congress, was passed 
in conformity to the Constitution of the United 
States, fixing the time of the meeting of Congress 
on the first Monday of December; and I contend, 


sir, it would be palpably unjust and oppressive | 


now to change it, without giving all the States due 
notice of your intention to do so. Sir, 1 do not 
believe that this law should be imposed on any 
State in this Union, when its effect will be to dis- 


franchise that State from any portion of the ses- 


sion of Congress. During the period when the 


Representatives from Mississippi could not be | 
here, questions deeply affecting her rights and in- | 


terests may be before this body, and she would 
have no voice in their decision. 
the passage of this bill. It was introduced to- 
day,and is being hurried through the House, 


without any time whatever for reflection or delib- | 


eration upon it. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do not rise 
either to advocate or oppose the passage of this 
bill, but | do mean to say a word or two in reply 
to the argument of my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hamton,] and others, in respect to the effect of 


the State constitutions upon the mode and time | 


of electing members of Congress. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to allow me to explain in reference to 
the provisions of the constitution in the State of 
Maryland. Itsays nothing about the election of 
members of Congress. That is left for the Le- 
gislature to provide for. But alaw has been passed 
specifying the time of the election; and unless this 
bill is altered, there will have to be a special elec- 


tion called before the commencement of the next 
Congress. 


Mr.BAYLY. What I was proceeding to say | 


was, that so far as the State constitutions which 
contain provisions in reference to the mode and 
time of holding elections for members of Con- 
gress are concerned, paradoxical as the remark 
may appear, these constitutions are unconstitu- 


tional; for the Constitution of the United States, | 


which is the supreme law of the land, any con- 
stitution or law of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding, provides that * the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State b 
the Legislature thereof;”’ and not by their consti- 
tutional conventions, or by any provisions of fun- 
damental law. It goes on to say: ** But the Con- 
gress may, at any time by law, make or alter such 
regulations, exeept as to the places of choosing 
Senators. ”” 

Only the first part is applicable. The whole 
authority in fixing the time and place of the elec- 
tion for members of Congress 1s committed by 
the Constitution of the United States to the Legis- 
latures of the States, arid not to their conventions. 

Well, as to the present Congress, its members 
are already elected; and the Legislatures of the 
States have nothing to do with the time for the 
meeting of Congress, nothing whatever. Their 
next election will take place ata period subsequent 
to the expiration of this Congress; and the Legis- 
latures in the mean time will have ample opportu- 


nity to change their laws; not their constitutions, | 


because their constitutions on this 
already said, are unconstitutional. 


Mr. HAMILTON. With the gentleman’s per- 


point, as I have 


Iam opposed to | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. 


mission, I will make one remark. The constitu- 
tion of Maryland fixes the first Wednesday in 
November as the time of our general State election. 
The same time is fixed by the Legislature for the 
election of members of Congress; and thus the 
gentleman will perceive that we must have a special 
election, or want Representatives here for a short 
time. 

Mr. BAYLY. I commenced what! had to 
say by stating that I did not rise to support this 
bill. ‘The case which the gentleman from Mary- 


do think, and have always thought, that the elec- 
tions for members of Congress ought to be sep- 
arated from all the State ejections, whether they 
be for Governor, sheriff, constable, or anything 
else; because it breaks up all chance of combina- 
tions of parties. They ought to be elected by 
themselves. [| have always thought that that 
would be the best mode of legislation. 
|| What the gentleman has stated would be good 
argument, so far as his State was concerned, for 
changing the law; but | am not arguing in favor 
of this law. If that thing could be done which 
| General Jackson thought could not be done, and in 
respect to which 1 believe that he was right, 
though | am sorry such is the law; if by law we 
| could limit in advance the first session of Congress 
and prolong the second, so as to equalize the two 
sessions, I think that it would be one of the wisest 
things that we could do. But | agree with Gen- 
eral Jackson, that you have not the power by law 
in advance to limit the first session of Congress. 
And the question before the American Congress 
| is, whether we cannotapproach equalization of the 
sessions of Congress under the pressure of hot 
weather in summer, with the prospect of a five- 
months session ahead ? 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 1 am opposed to 
| the bill introduced by the gentleman from Georgia, 
|| because its provisions conflict with the time fixed 

for the elections in my State. Our elections come 
off the first Monday of November. That time 
| was fixed because experience in that State has 
| shown that elections cannot be held there before 
that time, so as to secure a full expression of the 
public sentiment. Formerly we had our elections 
in Louisiana during the dog-days, and the conse- 
quence was that, owing to the sickness which 





the southwest, a very large proportion of gentle- 
men who were away could not get back to attend 
| the elections. It is well known, 1 presume, to a 


in the spring, and quite late in the fall—so late 
that it is known to some of my friends here that 
| | was detained at home twenty days after the ses- 
sion commenced, because of the sickness of my 
wife, who was prostrated by the yellow fever. 
The elections in Louisiana have been fixed in 

November, as the earliest period in the season at 

which citizens would return to their homes to 

deposit their votes. | say it would be doing 

injustice to the State of Louisiana to fix the time 
| for the commencement of the sessions of Congress 
| at an earlier day, and thus force her to hold her 

elections for members of Congress twelve months 
| in advance. I believe that no elections for mem- 
| bers of Congress take place in December in any 
part of the United States. In nearly all the 
months preceding December, elections for mem- 
| bers of Congress take place in some of the States 
of the Union. I appeal to gentlemen to give us a 
chance in Louisiana, in Mississippi, in Maryland, 
and elsewhere where elections are held in Novem- 
| ber, so that we may go home, and defend our- 

selves, if necessary, and not compel elections to 
|| be held twelve months before the term of service 
commences. 

Mr.McMULLIN. My colleague [Mr. Baycy} 
has satisfied this House that it is perfectly com- 
| petent for every State in the Union to fix the time 
of its elections by law. I would remind the House, 
and my worthy friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Barkspae,] of the fact, that they can, in that 
State, elect their members of Congress as they do 
in Pennsylvania, New York, and Ohio, so that the 
| argument of my friend must fa!l to the ground. 

ut, I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the fact stated by my friend from Louisiana, 
} {[Mr. Jones.) He has told the House that they 
| could not hold their elections in that State, unless 
\| in the fall of the year, because of the sickness; 





} 





|only the minds of members of Congress, but 


prevails in that State, and upon our streams in | 


very large number of gentlemen here, that the | 
yellow fever prevailed there last year very early | 
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and that was his objection to the earlier meeting 
of Congress. Let metell that gentleman that his 
State can change the time of theirelections, They 
can hold them in the month of April, or May, as 
we do in Virginia, to avoid the sickly season of 
the year. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to notice very briefly, 
and to answer the afgument of my friend from 
Virginia, on my left, [Mr. Goops.] We have 
been told by that gentleman, that we have too 
much legislation. I ask my honorable colleague, 
if the work of thirty-one States can be done as 
easily as that of thirteen? This Government con- 
sists of thirty-one States, while orizinally—and 
when the terms of holding sessions of Congress 
were fixed—it consisted of but thirteen; and, of 
course, a greater amount of legislation is required, 
Now, what are the facts as to the business before 
this Congress? There have been before this House 
a number of bills, both of a public and private 
character, which have been here for years, and 
have not been disposed of, because you have had 
legislation on subjects which have agitated, not 


which have agitated the minds of the people. IL 
particularly refer to the negro question which is 
continually brought forward, and, in the discus- 
sion of which, the time of the American Congress 
is unnecessarily and improperly consumed, until 
it has become the cry of the presses throughout 
the country that we do not attend to the business 
in which the private interests of the community, 
and their private fortunes are invoked. And yet 
we are told by my colleague, that we have too 
much legislation. I grant you that we have too 
much legislation of an improper character; but it 
is necessary, it is absolutely necessary, with a 
view to the consummation of the public business, 
that there should be more time allotted for the con- 
sideration of the business of the country. 

And whilel am opposed to our taking a recess 
for this session, for | am not prepared to say here 
to-day that I shall be a member of the next Con- 
gress, and certainly if much reliance is to be 
placed on the threats of the party designated by 
the significant cognomen of Know Nothings, I 
would seem to have but little chance of returning 
here, | am in favor of the principle of this bill. 
I know the fact that there are bills of a private 
character in which my own district is interested, 
which have been before Congress for many years. 
There is a bill from western Virginia in reference 
to the judiciary, which was reported five years 
ago, and which cannot be reached this Congress. 
The bill is simple in its character, proposing to 
allow the judge to hold his terms in western Vir- 
ginia, and to increase his salary. That bill, I 
say, cannot be reached, and the same is true of 
an immense mass of private matter, and yet the 
gentleman, my colleague, [Mr. Goope,] says to 
the House and the country, that we have too 
much legislation. Iagree with him that we have, 
but it is of an improper character. Let us equal- 
ize the leneth of the two sessions, and for that 
purpose let us pass this bill, and my word for it, if 
gentlemen will go home and present the facts to 
their constituents, they will be borne out in their 
action. { hope the House will pass the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1! will not delay the 
House by any extended remarks. I simply wish 
to express my opposition to the bill, as also to 
the amendment, for the reason that, in my humble 
judgment, it is entirely unnecessary. And why? 
1 say here, that notwithstanding we have ex- 
hausted so much of the present session in discuss- 
ing a question which has touched the heart of the 
nation, if members will agree this day, to meet at 
eleven o’clock, for a month hence, and sit five 
hours each day, we can act upon every important 
bill presented to the House. 1, for one, am willing 
to take that course. If gentlemen will content 
themselves with short and sensible explanations 
of the matters before us, business can be dis- 
patched with great rapidity. 1 think we ought to 
confine our remarks to five minute speeches. They 
are quite as effective as longer ones. I think it 
unwise to extend the length of what is called the 
short session. ‘The Constitution prescribes the 
first day of December as the day upon which the 
sessions of Congress shall commence, unless 
changed by a law of Congress. The fourth sec- 
tion of the first article of the Constitution de- 
clares: 


“That Congress shal! assemble at least once in every 
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year, and such meeting ehall be on the first Monday in De- 
cember, unless they shall by law, appoint a different day.” 


I think the long session of Congress ought | 
never to last beyond the first of July; and, in my 
humble judgment, from seven years’ experience 
here, there is no necessity for it. I can name to 
you a single measure, and one which ought to be 
adopted by Congress, which would curtail the 
length of the long session at least one third. I 
mean the establishment of a board of accounts, to 
pass upon private claims. That measure was 
presented in the Senate a few years ago, by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hun- 
TER,} and it was recommended to our considera- 
tion. You cannot act upon private claims in so 
large abody as this. if you should establish a 
board of accounts, you would find no necessity 
for a longer session than four or six months ata 


“time. 


I am opposed to a recess of Congress, and still 
I do not wish to stay here during the months of 
August and September of this year. The cholera 

yrevails all over the country, and is said now to 

« in our neighborhood; and I do not think there 

is any necessity of our remaining later than the 

2th of July, or the Ist of August. By meeting | 
at eleven o'clock daily, we can do all our business 
by that time. We can take up the Calendar, and 
go through with it from the beginning to*the end, 
and pass upon every bill upon it, if members will 
meet at an early hour, and content themselves 
with making five-minute speeches in explanation 
ofthem. 1 trust the House will not pass the bill. 

Mr. GIDDINGS It appears to me, as I view 
this subject, that there can be but one sentiment. 
The question is, whether we will sit here in dog- 
days or in November. The whole matter resolves 
itself into that. At the commencement of our 
Government the three winter months afforded 
abundant time for the legislation of Congress. 
We then had five millions, or less, of population. 
We now have twenty-three millions; and we all 
know that business has increased in proportion | 
to population. 

Now, sir, I would not, as one member of this 
body, urge anything which would promote a dis- 
regard or inattention to business here; but we 
know that, for ten years, we have sat here during | 
the dog-days at great inconvenience to ourselves, 
and with but little advantage to public business. | 

By adding ene month at the beginning of a 
session, you would take off at least a month at the 
close of the first session of a Congress in the hot 
weather, when we do not, and cannot, labor as 
we doin cooler weather. Gentlemen will not at- 
tend to business during the dog-days. They 
have not the energy to do it. Their health will 
not permit of it. We all of us feel disinclined to 
labor during the hottest of the summer months. 

Now, why not meet on the first Monday in No- | 
vember instead of December? I can see no rea- 
son why it shall not be done. It is a better time 
for ourselves, and for our own convenience, as 
well as for our constituents. When I say ‘ our- | 
selves,’’ I speak of members of Congress gener- | 
ally; for we ought to legislate as though we were 
to be here forever; w4é ought to do by those who 
are to come after us as we would ourselves be 
done by. It seems to me there is every consider- | 
ation in favor of our meeting at that time. 

As to the objections of the gentleman over the 
way, [Mr. Barxspace,] it is very evident that the 
elections in the States can be made to conform to 
the time fixed by Congress for our meeting. It | 


is very easy for them to take the necessary action || 


to accomplish that end. 

I am very happy 
approve of the bill which is now under consider- 
ation. I approve of it in every respect in which | 
I have been able to view it. I desire to say that, | 
as one member of the House, I am willing to take 
all the responsibility that may attach to it. I re- 
peat, sir, that | wish to throw no responsibility 
upon the majority of the House. I am willing 
to take my portion of it. I do hope the majority | 
will give this to us at an early day, so that it may | 


apply to the present session, and so that we may || 


adjourn without the necessity of continuing this | 
session into the dog-days. I am willing to assume 
my portion of the responsibility at once. 

r. WASHBURN, of Maine. I donot pro- | 
pose to make a speech at this time. I move the | 
previous question. 


} 
| 
| 


to say that I most heartily || 
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| to move his amendment. 


| for the election at the proper time of members 


| 
















the table; and upon that motion I demand the yeas | 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 71, nays 104; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Benton, Bliss, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, | 
Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
quit, Cox, Cullom, John G. Davis, Dowdell, Dunham, | 
Kkastman, Eddy, Edmundson, John M. Eltiot, Ellison, 
English, Etheridge, Ewing, Goode, Hamilton, Wiley P. 
Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hill, Houston, Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lilly, Matteson, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Murray, Noble, 
Orr, Packer, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Sapp, 
Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, George 
W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, | 
David Stuart, Jobn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Vail, 
Vansant, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, David 
J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Banks, Belcher, Bell, 
Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Disney, Edmands, Thowas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Gid- | 
dings, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, | 
Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hast- | 
ings, Henn, Hillyer, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lind- 
ley, Lindsley, McCulloch, McMullin, Mace, Macy, May, 
Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, 
Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, | 
Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Preston, | 
Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas | 
Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Shannon, Samuel | 
A. South, William Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
ard H.* Stanton, Straub, Johu J. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, Walley, Eilihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Zollicoffer—104. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the | 
table. 

The question recurred upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. KEITT. I ask the gentleman from Maine 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. For what purpose does 
the gentleman wish it withdrawn; for the purpose 
of discussion, or to move an amendment? 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to move an amendment, 
and merely to explain its effect to the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the gentleman does 
not wish to make a speech, 1 will withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, and allow him 


Mr. KEITT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, if this 
bill is to pass, that it may be amended, and put | 
in such a shape that it shall not go into operation 
until the various State Legislatures shall have an 
opportunity to so modify their laws as to provide 


from such States as would otherwise be disfran- 
chised, or be under the necessity of ordering 
special elections. In South Carolina the time of 
election is fixed at such a day that we should suf- 
fer no inconvenience from the proposed change— 
members of Congress are elected fourteen months 
before their term of service commences. 

That, however, is no reason why I should press 
this on other States where such is not thecase. We 
are now in session twelve months of the twenty- 
four. I apprehend that we shall be in session here- 
after no longer, if we pass this bill fixing the meet- 
ing of Congress at the first Monday of October or 
the first Monday of November. ‘The only differ- 
ence will be that we shall be in session during the 
winter instead of the summer months. It will be 
practicable for us to do more business then than we 
do now. In other words, we shall be in session 
thirteen months instead of twelve, thus enabling | 
the House to do more business, and at a time more 
propitious for its consideration. This is the 
reason of my desire for the passage of this bill. 

Now, sir, I find in the Constitution a provision | 
requiring Congress to assemble the first Monday 
of December of each year; also, a provision au- 
thorizing the State Legislatures to fix the time for 
the election of members of Congress. The vari- 
ous State Legislatures have fixed the time accord- 
ingly; and if you pass this bill, you come in con- 
flict with their laws passed in obedience to the 
requirements of the Conititariin of the United 
States. I desire to see the dill so amended as to 
be adapted to the machinery of State legislation. 
In order to do so, I move to amend the bill so as 
to postpone its operation to the first Monday of | 
October, or November, which ever may be here- 
after adopted, 1856. I now renew the call for the 
previous question. 


Mr: HILLYER. 








I ask the gentleman to with- | 


Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the bill upon |! draw the call for the previous question? 


GLOBE. 





June 19, 

Mr. KEITT. My friend from Maing has i, 
charge. a 

Mr. HILLYER. As I introduced the bill. ; 
would be but courtesy to allow me a word of; > 
ply to the gentleman from South Caroling, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. | withdra 
the call, if the gentleman will renew it. , 

Mr. HILLYER. I will renew it. The ge 
tleman from South Carolina moves to amend a. 
bill by postponing its operation to a day so distant 
as not to affect the present Congress. [ see no 
reason for this postponement; and the arguments 
which have been urged by the gentlemen from, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Maryland, in oppo. 
sition to the bill, have, on my mind, strong and 
powerful force in support of it. The Constitutio, 
of the United States authorizes the Presiden; 
when, in his opinion, the public interest may ay 
quire, to convene both Houses of Congress jy 
extra session. The official term of every mem. 
ber expires on the 4th March next. I hold, then 
Mr. Speaker, that it is the intention of the Con; 
stitution and the policy of the Government tha 
members of the next Congress should be elected 
prior to the 4th March next. In other words 
that members of Congress should be elected prior 
to the day at which their term commences, so that 
if an extra session should be required,a Congress, 
or rather a Elouse of Representatives, would be 
in existence, to assemble on the call of the Pres. 
ident. The constitutions of the States of Mary. 
land and Mississippi, and the laws of Louisiana, 
which require their elections to be held a few days 
or weeks prior to the meeting of Congress, and 
long after the time at which their official term 
commences, are in contravention of the policy of 
our Government and the meaning of the Consti- 
tution. 

Now, it will be perceived that if the bill which 
I have introduced should pass, one of its great and 
salutary effects would be to bring the legislation 
of the whole country within the meaning of the 
Constitution and the policy of our Government, 
The States of Maryland, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and I may add Georgia, perhaps, will be required 
to alter their laws in relation to the election of 
members of Congress. This alteration will be 
salutary, and will have the effect, in the event of 
the call of an extra session by the President of 
the United States, that Congress can assemble at 
any time, and every State will be fully represented, 
which is not the case under the present legislation 
of the different States. The position of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goope,] that the ten- 
dency and effect of this bill will be to make the 
session of Congress perpetual, can be replied to 
by the simplest statement. Under the law, as it 
now stands, this House, and every subsequent 
House, can prolong the first session of each Con- 
gress just as long asthey choose. That is all that 
the House can do under the bill now under con- 
sideration. And this is a power, of which, under 
the Constitution, the House cannot be deprived; 
so that the only effect of this bill will be to add one 
month more to the short session; and leave the 
House with the same power which it now has, 
and which, under the Constitution, it must have, 
to regulate and determine, by joint resolution, the 
length of the first session. This view of the sub- 
ject, to my mind, is a conclusive reply to every 
objection which has been urged by gentlemen who 
have argued in opposition to this bill. I renew 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES of Louisiana. I hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. HILLYER. The day is already so far 
advanced that I most respectfully decline to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr JONES, of Louisiana. 
upon the previous question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 
House adjourn. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question 
has just been taken, and no business has been 
done by the House since. 

The House was then divided on the demand for 
the previous question; and there were—ayes 105, 
noes 29. 

So the previous question was seconded. 


I demand tellers 


I move that the 
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Mr. JONES, of Lovfisiana. 
Jouse adjourn. ; 
The motion was disagreed to. 
The main question was ordered to be now put, 





1 move that the 


t 
r 
, 


comm New York, (Mr. PeckHAM,| to strike out 
the * first or of November,”’ and insert in 
seu thereof ‘* the first Monday of October.”’ 
* Tellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 
Pexwincton and Bocock were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
-eported—ayes 79, noes 77. 
~ Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeasand nays. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers upon the yeas and 
’ Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. JONES. 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Messrs. Dawson and McMuuun were then 


appointed tellers. 

‘The House was divided; and the tellers reported 

thirty-six in the affirmative, (a sufficient number.) 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 59, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Benson, Bugg, Campbell, 


Carpenter, Corwin, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Disney, 
Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Gid- 


dings, Green, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Henn, | 
Hughes. Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Latham, | 


Lilly, MeCulloch, MeMullin, Mace, Matteson, Morgan, 
Orr. Parker, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prin- 


gle, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, Sabin, Shannon, Skelton, | bi 


William Smith, Prederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Suaub, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurs 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, and Tappan Wentworth—sy, 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Appleton, David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bel- 
cher, Bell, Benton, Bissell, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 
inridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chand- 
ler, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Crocker, Cullom, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dun- 
ham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Edmundson, Thomas D. 
Eliot, John M, Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, 
Faulkner, Goode, Goodrich, Greenwood, Hamilton, Aaron 


Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, | 
Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, George | 


W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Roland Jones, Kidwell, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Leteher, Lindley, Lindsley, Macy, May, 
Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Preston, 
Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Ruffin, Russell, 
Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. 
Stevens, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Van- 
sant, Wells, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—110. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Keirr. 

A Memner. Iunderstand that amendment has 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. KEITT. I would most cheerfully with- 
draw the amendment, if the members from Mis- 
sissippi had not told me that my amendment meets 


their case exactly. Therefore Il cannot withdraw 
it 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the | 


power to withdraw it, as the main question has 
been ordered. 


Mr. ENGLISH. 
upon its adoption. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the House 
now adjourng, will not this be the first business in 
order to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
not prepared to say. This comes up under a sus- 
prosise of the rules; and, as it has heretofore been 
held, the Chair thinks that business coming up 


under such circumstances goes over until next 
Monday. 


I call for the yeas and nays 


I ask for tellers upon 


Mr. STEPHENS. Will it not be the first 


usiness in order on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HILLYER. I understand that where the 
abe question has been ordered, it is the first 

usiness in order upon the succeeding day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House 
should adjourn now, that question will be for the 
Speaker to decide to-morrow. The Chair admits 
the correctness of the position of the gentleman 
from Georgia, but states that it has heretofore been 
held that business coming up under a suspension 
of the rules on Monday, and the House adjourn- 


THE 


+ 


first upon the amendment of the gentleman | 


I move that the House do now | 


. 


ee 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| ing without disposing of it, goes over until the 

|| next suspension day. This does not come before 

| the House by a report of a committee, or as busi- 
ness from the Speaker’s table. 

As to the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Sreruens,] that the House do now adjourn, 
the Chair will state that no business has been done 
since the last motion adjourn, and consequently 

| it is not in order. | 

The question being first ppon the demand for | 
| tellers upon the yeas and nays, tellers were re- | 
|| fused. 

The yeas and nays were also refused. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I move that the House 

do now adjourn. 
|| Upon that motion tellers were called for, and 
ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of Louisiana, and 
ETHERIDGE, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
thirty-one in the affirmative, a further count not 
being demanded. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, I call the yeas and 
—— upon that motion. ° 
1 
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Mr. HAMILTON, I demand the yeas and 
“= upon the passage of the bill. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MATTESON. I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides the motion to be out of order. The House 
hftve just refused to adjourn. 

The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 81, nays 77; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, 
Benson, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Crocker, 
Thomas Davis, Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, 
Everhart, Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Henn, 
Hill, Hillyer, Hughes, Ingersoll, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, 
Lamb, Lindley, McCulloch, McMullin, Mace, Macy, Mid- 
dleswarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Pringle, 
Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, 
Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Straub, Nathaniel G. 

| Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, 
Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, and Zollicoffer—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, David J. 
Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bliss, Bocock, Bridges, 
Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, 
Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dunham, 
Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, 
Etheridge, Ewing, Florence, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, 
Wiley P. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Houston, Hunt, John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, 
Lindsley, Matteson, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, Morgan, 
Murray, Nichols, Noble, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Pen 
nington, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, Skelton, George W. Smyth, Hestor L. 
Stevens, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Vail, Vansant, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright—77. 


} 
i 
} 
| 
} 
| 
; 


he yeas and nays were not ordered. 
|| The question was taken; and the House refused 
|| to lay the bill upon the table. 
|| The question then recurred upon ordering the 
ll to be engrossed and read a third time. 
|| Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I demand the yeas 
| and nays. 
|| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire whether the bill So the bi 
has been engrossed ? 0 the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not Mr. HILLYER. I move that the vote by 
able to inform the gentleman. He will, however, | Which the bill passed be reconsidered, and that 
remark that the House have not yet ordered the | the motion to reconsider lie upon the table. 
bill to be engrossed. Mr. LETCHER. Upon that motion I demand 

| Mr. DAWSON. the yeas and nays. 
now adjourn. The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion was disagreed to. Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now 
The question again recurred upon ordering the | adjourn. 
| bill to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- The question was taken; and the motion was 
|| ing taken, was decided in the affirmative—yeas ot agreed to—ayes 40, noes 95. 
| 89, nays 81; as follows: So the House refused to adjourn. 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Appleton, Ball, The motion to lay upon the table the motion 
Banks, Belcher, Bell, Benson, Boyce, Brooks, Campbell, | to reconsider was then agreed to. 


Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Crocker, Thomas Davis ; ¥ : 
Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Edmands, Everhart, Far- Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend the title of 
the bill by substituting for the present one the fol- 


ley, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Giddings, Good- 


I move that the House do 


1] 
| 
! 
i 


| 





rich, Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Har- || lowing: 
|| lan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Hastings, Henn, Hill, An act to add thirty days to each session of 
|| Hillyer, Hughes, Ingersoll, Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Lamb, Genshien y Gay ) 
|, Lindley, MeCulloch, MeMullin, Mace, Macy, Middle- res 
| swarth, John G. Miller, Millson, Norton, Olds, Mordecai | Mr. McMULLIN. I move to substitute the 
| Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peck, Bishop Perkins, John Per- following: 


| kins, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Gerrit Smith, 
| Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Richard H. Stanton, 
| Straub, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Trout, Upham, Wade, Walker, Walley, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth. 
and Zollicotfer—89. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Barksdale, Barry Benton, Bliss, Bocock, Breck- 
inridge, Bridges, Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chrisman, 
Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dickinson, Dow- 
| dell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmandson, Thomas D. 
| Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, 
Florence, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Haven, 
Hendricks, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, Matteson, Max- 
|| well, May, Smith Miller, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Noble, 
| Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peckham, Pennington, Phelps, Pow 
|| ell, Pratt, Robbins, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, 
|| Skelton, George W. Smyth, David Stuart, John L. Tay- 
| lor, Vail, Vansant, Wheeler, Witte, and Daniel B. Wright 
| —8i. 
1 
| 
1] 
} 
| 


An act to equalize the sessions of Congress. 

A Memper. Is the latter amendment in order 

Mr. McMULALIN. I withdraw it. 

The question was taken on Mr. Lercner’s 
substitute, and it was rejected. 

The title was then agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the title was adopted; 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





MARTHA WASHINGTON CASE. 


Mr. BLISS. 1 ask the unanimous consent of 
the House forTeave to introduce a bill of the fel- 
lowing title: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to appoint an agent to investigate and bring 
to justice certain offenders against the laws of 
the United States, and making appropriation of 
$15,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. HAVEN. I object. 

Mr. BLISS. I would ask the gentleman to 
1) withdraw his objection until | make a short ex- 
planation. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no objection to the ex- 
planation, but I cannot withdraw objection to the 
introduction of the bill. 

Mr. BLISS. I move a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lllinois. 
the House do now adjourn. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 


CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. COBB. I rise to a privileged question. 
move to reconsider the vote by which the bill pro- 
|| viding facilities for the mail service to San Fran- 
|| cisco was postponed. {I do not desire to cali up 
|| the motion now, but merely to have it entered. 
|| The motion to reconsider was entered, and the 
consideration of the bill changing the time for the 
|| meeting of Congress again resumed. 
Mr. HILLYER. I move the previous ques- ; 
tion upon the passage of the bill. The motion was agreed to. 
|| The previous question was seconded. Thereupon (at twenty minutes past four o’clock) 
|| The main question was ordered to be now put. |) the House adjourned til! to-morrow at twelve, m. 


I move that 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, June 20, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 

“Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of tRe 
following titles; which thereupon received the sig- 


nature of the Speaker: 
H.R. No. 266. An act for the relief of Cap- 


tain KE. A. F. Lavalette, of the United States 
Navy; and 
H RR. No. 178. An act for the relief of Ben- 


jamin Rowe. 


The SPEAKER. 


The business first in order 


is the consideration of **A bill granting lands | 
equally to the several States to aid in the construc- | 


tion of railroads and for the support of schools.’’ 
The pending motion is to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands, on which the gentle- 
nan from Maryland (Mr. Hamitton] is entitled 
to the floor, 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. The gentleman 
from Maryland, in consequence of the absence of 
the author of the bill, [Mr. Bennerr,] yields the 


floor, that | may submit a motion that its further | 


consideration be postponed to this day two weeks. 
The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


JUAN M. LUCO AND JOSE L. LUCO. 

ir. HILLYER. 
bill No. 330, being a bill for the relief of Juan M. 
Luco and José L. Luco, which has been referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


I hold in my hands Senate | 


Un- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


Tl 


less the bill passes this session of Congress, the || 


petitioner will lose his right. It is full of merit; 


and if any gentleman objects to the passage of the | 
bill, | pledge myself to withdraw it at any moment. 


In order to do justice to the parties interested, and 
prevent irretrievable wrong, | ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that | may be permitted to 
report this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. DAVIS. I must objeet, because there arg 


Has the morning hour com- 


a thousand bills that ought to receive considera- | 


tion, 


On motion by Mr. WELLS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 


from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 239, ‘for | 
the relief of Sylvester Pettibone,” and that the same be re- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. COBB. 


I insist upon the regular order of 
business. 


FULLER S SURVEY OF THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. BALL, by unanimous consent, submitted | 


the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
cause to be furnished to this House, as soon as practicable, 
a copy of Fuller’s survey of the Ohio river, made in 1853, 
at, and in the vicinity of Marietta, together with any re- 
ports, estumates, explanatory notes, or other papers on file 
in his Department adapted to illustrate the same ; also, with 
a copy of any papers emanating from the City Council of 

Tarietta having reference to the improvement of the Ohio 
river at that point. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 
regular order of business. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House simply to change the refer- 
ence of two propositions that have been pending 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Iam instructed by that committee to 
make the following report: 

The Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the memorial and bill of 
this House for the erection, in the city of Indian- 
apolis, in the State of Indiana, a United States 


circuit court-house, have directed me to report the | 


game back to the House, and recommend its ref- 
erence to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 object. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I have another re- 


uest of the same kind to make. 


The SPEAKER. This proposition is objected | 


to also. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask ‘the Chair by 
whom is objection made? 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I object; the reg- 
ular order of business is the call on committees. 


1 demand the | 





| 


7 aac: Th nih 
gentleman from Indiana can report back the bills, | sation. 
It will take up | 


and give them the right direction. 
less time in this way than asking unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
minute to have them referred as I desire. And I 
therefore hope that the gentleman from Tennessee 
will withdraw his objection. 

The objection was not withdrawn. 


MINNESOTA LAND BILL. 

The SPEAKER, The business next in order 
is the consideration of the following bill: 

Bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 
construction of a railroad therein. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to the 
second reading of the bill; and on the question 
whether the bill be rejected, the previous question 
was demanded. The question now is on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. And on that | call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Cox, were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 75, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 


OBE. 


It will not take one 


| 


The main questign was ordered to be now put; | 


which was, ‘* ShalPRhe bill be rejected ?”’ 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. On that ques- 
tion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. lI hope that the bill will be 
read for information; for if | understand it aright, 
itis the same old bill that was rejected here before. 
It is the 

[Cries of ** Order!”’ ** Order !’’} 

Mr. STEVENS. It is not the same old bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the bill in extenso. 





in the negative—yeas 65, nays 95; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Belcher, 
Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, Chas- 
tain, Chrisman, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dick, Dickinson, 


Fenton, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Hast 
ings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Middleswarth, Millson, 
Murray, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Puryear, 
Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel 
G. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Witte, and Zollicoffer—65. 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Benson, Bliss, Breck- 
inridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, 


| Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, 


John G, Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dowdell, Dun- 


| ham, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, English, Far- 


ley, Florence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, | 
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Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 


Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, La- | 
tham, Lindley, McMullin, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Mayall, | 
John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, || 


Norton, Olds, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Pen- 
> , > 


nington, John Perkins, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, | 
Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, | 
Seward, Singleton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan- | 


ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor 
L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Upham, 


Walker, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, || 


Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—95. 


So the House refused to reject the bill. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 

n [Mr. Stevens] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. e had the floor before the yeas 
and nays were called, but has not now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides other- 
wise; and the gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Michigan 
does not seek the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair recognizes 





| the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones. } 


r. JONES. I now move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 
entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair paused to hear 
the gentleman, but he did not respond at all, and 
he then recognized the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{[Mr. Jongs,} who made the motion to commit the 


1 believe I am 


| 
| 


Debate is notin order. The | 
/ 


| The question was then taken; and it was decided | 


| 
| 
| 
{ 


| Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


| 





I was about to make a motion in referene 
to the bill, and | hope I have not lost the oppor. 
tunity of doing so. - 
The SPEAKER. The history of the mar,. 
is this: Before the bill was read the second time 
the gentleman from Michigan addressed the Cha), 
The bill was read a second time, and, without th 
gentleman from Michigan again addressing y, 
Chair, the Chair announced that he was enji:\. 
to the floor. The gentleman from Tennessee (M, 
Jones] addressed the Chair, and claimed tha he 
was entitled to it, for the reason that the genil¢. 
| man from Michigan addressed the Chair befor, 
| the bill was read a second time, and was not enti. 
tled to it after it was read. The Chair decided 
differently, and that the gentleman from Michios) 
was entitled to the floor. The gentleman from 
Michigan was engaged in conversation with some 
gentlemen, and the Chair twice, he thinks, cer. 
tainly once, with great distinctness, and consider. 
able pause after it, said that the gentleman from 
Michigan had the floor. The gentleman did no 
respond, and the Chair then recognized the gen. 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] who made 
the motion to commit to the Committee of th, 
Whole on the state of the Union. The Chair 
thinks he cannot alter the state of the case. 
The gentleman from Michigan is now recog. 
nized as having the floor, if he desires. y 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Srevens] yield me the floor 
for a moment? 
* Mr. STEVENS. 1 will. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
personal explanation. 
[Cries of ‘*Oh, no!”)-+ 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow me to do so. 
Mr. BRIDGES and others objected. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. I will state simply 
what itis for. The point made upon me yester- 
day was, that I had inserted 
{Cries of **Object!”’ and ** Order!’’] 


the 


I desire to make 





| The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 


Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, Ewing, Faulkner, | 


Chair is bound to enforce the rules. 

1 hope, at least, gen- 
tlemen will hear me state the point, without enter- 
ing into its discussion. 

[Cries of ** Object!’’ 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Gentlemen would not 
object if they could hear the circumstances. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
gentleman cannot proceed. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. What gentleman ob- 
jects? 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Brivges,] and two or three others, 
object. 

r. STEVENS, of Michigan. 
the previous question. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I appeal to the gen- 
| tleman from Michigan to allow me a moment of 
| his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 

igan cannot do that, for the reason that he is not 

| now upon the floor—he having moved the previ- 
ous question, which cuts off all debate. . 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw the previous 
question, if the gentleman will renew it. __ 

| Mr. CHURCHWELL. I will renew it. | 


I now move 


|| feel compelled to throw myself upon the charity 


of the House for one moment. It will be recol- 
| lected —— 

Mr. BRIDGES. Is that in order? I object to 
_ the gentleman’s proceeding, upon the ground that 
| the matter he wishes to introduce is irrelevant to 
| the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Has not the gentleman 
from Tennessee the right to proceed, the gentle- 
man from Michigan (Mr. Stevens] having yielded 
| him the floor? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
| igan is not entitled to the floor. The gentleman 
from Tennessee is, however, entitled to the floor 
| to speak upon the bill under consideration. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman from 
| Tennessee will allow me one moment. I ask the 
Speaker whether it is not competent, upon motion 


bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of |! submitted to the House, and acquiesced in by the 


the Union. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


| House, for the gentleman from Tennessee to pro 





I understood that I had the | 
When the committees have been called, then the || floor, but 1 was taken up for a moment in conver- || 


ceed with his personal explanation? 
The SPEAKER. It is not competent, under 
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4 ' NT 7 
the rules, to submit any such motion, unless it be || and nays on ordering the main question to be now 


yestion of privilege affecting some member of 
‘hve body, or the body iteelf. 

“Mr. CHURCHWELL. I consider this to be 
; juestion of privilege. I do rfot know how the 
House will consider it. 

Vr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
House will allow the gentleman from Tennessee 
to proceed, because, provided that privilege is ac- 
corded to him, I wish to ask him a question arising 

ot of the debate of yesterday, as reported in the 
Globe of this morning, in which he speaks of me 
an Abolitionist, 


Ur. HENDRICKS. 
order. 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 


nessee is entitled to the floor, and has the right to 


as 
I call the gentleman to 


address the House upon the subject of the bill be- | 


fore the House. ‘The gentleman, however, was 
proceeding to submit remarks which, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, are notin order; and being called 
upon to enforce the rule, he decides that the course 
of remark indicated by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is not in order, and cannot at this time 
be pursued. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
whether | can have a better opportunity to make 
this explanation any other day than to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Ten- 
nessee must be aware, the Chair presumes, that it 
is competent for the House to indulge these per- 


sent, but that they are not in order except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I have but one single 
object in view. It is not to speak upon the Min- 
nesota bill; itis to reply to a point made upon 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 








put, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 74; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis Al 
len, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, bell, Benton, Bliss, 
Breckinridge, Brooks, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Disney, Dowdell, 
Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Ellison, Farley, Florence, 
Goodrich, Greenwood, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hen 
dricks, Henn, Houston, Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, 
Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, 
Matteson, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Nichols, 
Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Penning 


| ton, John Perkins, Phelps, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 
| Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Singleton, Samuel A 


Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens? 
Straub, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Walker, Walley, Eliihu B. Wash 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, 
Westbrook, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. 
Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Belcher, Benson, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpen- 
ter, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, 
Dick, Dickinson, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, 


|| Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hamil 


I ask the Speaker || 


me in this House, in the course of that peculiar | 
debate. Afterwards my colleague [Mr. Cuttom] || 


inserted, in the report, language which he did not 


utter in the House, and which I pronounce false || ;, the, negative—yeas 


—infamously false 

The remainder of the sentence was lost amidst 
shouts of *Order!’”? and the confusion which 
immediately ensued. 

Mr. Cuttom rose from his seat and rushed 
towards Mr. CuurncHweELu with threatening ges- 
tures. Members crowded around both gentle- 
men and interposed between them. Amidst loud 
shouts of ‘*Order!’’ and the greatest confusion, 
Mr. Cuttom was heard to exclaim, ‘‘ It’s a lie.’’ 





The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will | 


restore order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms thereupon proceeded 
with the mace of the House to the scene of the 
difficulty, and after some minutes succeeded in 
partially restoring order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 move that the House do 


now Sa 


ton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Howe, 
Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jor zeorge.- W. Jones, J. 


| Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, 


McCulloch, MeMullin, May, Middieswarth, Millson, Mor 
gan, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Bishop 
Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, 


sant, Witte, and Zollicoffer—74. 
So the main question was ordered to be now 


| put, being upon the motion to refer the bill to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
72, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Caskie, Chastain, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dick, 
Dickinson, Edmundson, John M. Eliiott, Etheridge, Faulk 
ner, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Ham- 


Upon that question I demand 


ilton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Howe, || 


Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Me- 


|| Culloch, Matteson, May, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear any || 


motion until order is restored in the Hall. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Speaker 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume | 


his seat. 

Many members still standing in the area and 
around Messrs. CaurcHwe.t and CuLtom. 

The SPEAKER. Can it be possible that the 


their seats and preserve order? 
Order being restored, 


Mr. CHURCHWELL said: [n compliance | 


with my promise to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, | renew the call for the previous question. 
[Cries of wee 4 
The SPEAKER. In calling for the previous 
ation, the gentleman from Tennessee is in 
order. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I prefer, Mr. Speaker, 


to yield the floor to the gentleman from Michigan, | 


that he ma call for the previous question. 


Mr. ST 
question ? 


Mr. HAVEN. 


the previous question may not be seconded. 
_ Mr. STEVENS. 
me tx call for the previous question. 
ellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 

and Houston were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the demand for 
the previous question received a second, the tellers 

aving reported—ayes 77, noes 52. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 demand the yeas 


I desire to submit an amend- | 
ment to the bill, and | hope that the demand for | 


I demand tellers on second- | 


VENS. Then I demand the previous | 


| 


| Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, 


Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, 
Shaw, Shower, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, 
John J. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Witte, and Zolli 
eoffer—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, 
Benton, Bliss, Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Cham- 


| berlain, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crock- 


er, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dis- 
ney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Bili- 
son, Ewing, Farley, Florence, Greenwood, Andrew J. 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, 


| Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macy, Mayall, John 
| G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 


Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Pennington, Phelps, Preston, 
Pringle, Reese, Riddie, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, 
Sapp, Seward, Singleton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hes 
tor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, 


| Walker, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 


| Wells, T Westbrook, Whe Janiel 
Chair must go often admonish gentlemen to resume || Wells, Tappen Wentworth, Weetbroolt, Wheeler, Danie 


B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table. 

Mr.CHAMBERLAIN. Upon that motion I 
demand the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Belch- 
er, Benton, Boceck, Boyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, 
Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, Craige, Curtis, Dick, Dick- 
inson, Etheridge, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagter, Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, 
Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, Middieswarth, Mill 
son, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Peck - 
ham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Puryear, Ready, David 
Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Skelton, Gerrit Swith, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, John J. Tayior, Nathaniel G. Tay- 
lor, Trout, Vail, and Vansant—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, 
Bliss, Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, Cul 
lom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Disney, 
Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmand:, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Ellison, English, Parley, Florence, Goodrich, Green 


GLOBE. 


—_ 


Skelton, Gerrit | 
7 7 | Smith, William Smith, John J. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Van 
sonal explanations atany time, by unanimous con- || 


| before the 


451 








wood, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. 


Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howe, 
Hughes, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, Latham, 
Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, Joha 


G. Miller, Smith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pennington, Phelps, Pratt, Reese, Rid 
die, Thomas Ritchey, Russ: li, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Sin- 
gieton, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 


{. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 


Tweed, Upham, Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 


Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


table. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
ired ? 

The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


Has the morning hour ex- 


It has. 
I then move that the House 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Jones, of 
Pennsylvania, in the chair.) The Chair will 


state, that the main question having been ordered 
| to be now put, it must be disposed of before that 


motion can be entertained. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that 


| My motion is out of order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present in- 
cumbent of the chair is informed that the prac- 
tice has been such as he has stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was sub- 
sequently read the third time. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a question of order. 


| I object to the reading of the bill, unless it has been 
engrossed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has 


| been engrossed, and has been already ordered to 
| a third reading, and read athird time. TheChair, 
| therefore, overrules the point of order raised by 


the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven.]} 
r. JONES, of Tennessee. | would like to 

know how the Chair can tell whether the bill is 

engrossed? Certainly, there has not been time to 


| compare it with the bill since it was ordered to be 
engrossed. 


Mr. ORR. Oh, it is just the same with this 
bill as with bills which we pass every day. 

Mr. JONES. That may be the custom; but it 
is not proper. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was engrossed 
before the House met this morning. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. 

previous question. 

Mr. HAVEN. But asto the question of order 
which | raised: | am not through with it yet. J 
have not been heard fully. I do not want to de- 
bate it. I raised the question of order previously 
to the reading of the bill. The Chairman over- 
ruled it, on the ground that the question came too 
late. Now, I desire to have that corrected; for I 
addressed the Chair previously to the Clerk read- 
ing the title of the bill the third time; for 1 had the 
subject in my eye all the while. 

As to the question of fact as to whether the bill 
has been engrossed or not, |, of course, am unin- 
formed; but a moment or two ago | saw the bill 
unengrossed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state to the gentleman from New York, that at 


I move the 


| the time the Chair heard his point of order raised 


he was informed by the Clerk that the bill had been 
engrossed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) But 
when has it been engrossed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And being so 
informed, the Chair overruled the point of order 


, raised by the gentleman from New York. 


Mr. JONES. Time ought to be teken to com- 
pare the bill as engrossed with the original, and 
to see whether the engrossment is right or not. [ 


| now ask whether the decision of the Chair has not 


been made on a false assumption ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was 
informed by the Clerk that the bill was engrossed 
home met to-day. Such was the in- 
formation the Chair had on the subject, and on 


| that he made his decision. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


Is it now in order to move 


| that the House resolve itself into the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union? If so, I 
wish to make that motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question has been called for. 1 gt 
Mr. HAMILTON. Before the question is put 


The previous 
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on seconding the call for the previous question, I || Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matte- 


move that the rules of the House be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
I hope that we will have a uniform rule of prac- 
tice in transacting the business of the House. 


I rise to a point of order. | 






| son, Middleswarth, Millson, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, 


Peckhain, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Preston, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Skel- 
ton, Gerrit Smith, George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, and Zollicoffer— 
| 70. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Appleton, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, 


The previous question has been demanded on the | Benson, Bliss, Breckinridge, Brooks, Campbell, Caruthers, 


passage of the bill, and, besides, a motion is now 
made to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. Now, it will be recollected 
by the House, that some time ago, when I had 
occasion to look up the precedents in this body, 
I made the point to the Speaker, when we were 
considering the Nebraska bill, that I had found 
decisions of his in the last Congress—with which 
he was satisfied —that when the previous question 
had been demanded, and when subsequently a 
motion was made to go into the Committee of the 
W hole, the question on seconding the call for the 
previous question would have to be first put, be- 
fore the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole was disposed of. I can turn to these 
precedents. The Speaker became satisfied with 
them. I hope that a uniform rule of practice will 
be established on this point. I do not care what 


the rule is, but I do think it ought to bea uniform || 


one, 


Chamberlain, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, 


| Crocker, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, 
| Disney, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, 


Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Ewing, Farley, Flor- 
ence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson 
W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, 
Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, 
Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, 
Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, 
Pennington, Phelps, Pratt, Reese, Thomas Ritchey, Rus 
sell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Singleton, William R. Smith, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, Thurs 
ton, Tracy, Tweed, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Whee- 
ler, and Daniel B. Wright—99. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be now put, being 


| upon the passage of the bill. 


| 
| 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would || 


state to the gentleman from North Carolina, that 


Mr. HAVEN anded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ord@Ted. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 99, nays 71; as fol- 


the temporary occupant of the chair must be gov- || lows: 


erned by what he is informed have been the de- 
cisions of the Speaker; and his information is, 
that the Chair has held, that when the previous 
question has been called for, and when, at the 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Banks, Barksdaie, Barry, Bell, Benson, Benton, 
Bliss, Breckinridge, Campbell, Caruthers, Chamberlain, 

| Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker, John 
| G. Davis, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, 


same time, or subsequently, a motion ig made to || Duntiam, Eastman, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas PD. Eliot, 


go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Ugjon, the latter question is one of higher 


privilege than the former, and takes precedence 
of t—— 


Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I can show | 


decisions the other way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
information, the temporary occupant of the chair 
decides that the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Hamuxroy] is in order, and must 
take precedence of the demand for the previous 
question, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the question is put 
on the motion to go into the Committee of the 
W hale on the state of the Union—which I suppose 
will lead to the consideration of the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill—I ask permission to pre- 
sent to this eae a report from the Committee on 
the Library, in the form of a resolution, which 
was referred to that committee for a construction 
of the joint resolution of the two Houses touching 
books for new members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consent the gentleman can do so. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


By unanimous 


1 object. I 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| Ellison, Farley, Florence, Goodrich, Greenwood, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, 
Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, 
Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, 
Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Sinith Miller, Noble, Norton, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Parker, Pennington, John Perkins, Phelps, Pringle, Reese, 
Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, 


And from that || singleton, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick 


P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, David Stuart, John L. Taylor, 
| Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Walker, Walley, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, [Israel Washburn, Wells, Tappan Went- 
| worth, Westbrook, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—99. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
| Bayly, Belcher, Bocock, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dickin- 
| son, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Fenten, Flagler, Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Ingersoll, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kerr, Kid- 
well, Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, Matteson, May, 
| Millson, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Peck, Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, 
Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, 
Gerrit Smith, William Smith, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. 
| Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Witte, and Zollicoffer—71. 


So the bill was passed. 


Pending the call of the yeas and nays, 
Mr. BOYCE stated that he had paired off with 


want to vote down the motion to go into the || Mr. Maya upon the bill, and that otherwise 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in order that we may pass this bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the House will go 
into committee now. Let the morning hour have 
its own business, and let the other business of the 
House have the balance of the time. I will vote 


for the bill in the morning hour, but I am unwill- | 


ing that it should rule out everything else. 
Mr. COBB. If the House goes into committee 


now, does not the bill go upon the Speaker’s | 


table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the Chair it does. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I want the friends of 
the bill to understand that. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I call the gentleman from 
Alabama to order. 


In-the opinion 


The question now being upon the motion that 


the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken; and it was de- | 


cided in the negative—yeas 70, nays 99; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, | 


Benton, Bocock, Beyce, Bridges, Bugg, Carpenter, Caskie, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Curtis, Dick, 


he should have voted against it. 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. I move to re- 
| consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 


| The latter motion was agreed to. 
The title of the bill was then agreed to. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the title was adopted, 


and also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I desire now to offer the 


resolution which | have made several attempts to 


| bring before the House; and with a view of hav- 
ing settled a 
a large expenditure. 

| ‘The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That, in adopting the joint resolution from the 
Senate, authorizing the distribution of books among the 


| new members of the two Houses of Congress, the House 


of Representatives intended that when the publisher of any 
such books is unable to supply them, the Clerk of the 


|| House shall be at liberty to purchase them of any other 


person ; and that when such works as have been distrib- 
uted to members are not to be readily obtained, other books 


of a similar character may be supplied to them: Provided, 
That no more shall be paid therefor than has been paid for 


| the books for which those shall be substituted: Provided 


Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Etheridge, Faulkner, Fenton, | also, That the new edition of the Opinions of the Attorneys 


Flagier, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, 


General of the United States, contained in four volumes, 
and having an index, be substituted for the imperfect edi- 


Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaucy Jones, Keitt, || tion heretofore distributed, provided the cost thereof shall 
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| 





uestion which proposes to prevent 





| nished for any member. 


| priation bill without having something of th 


June 20, 
not exceed fifteen dollars per copy: 4nd provided 
That no more than one copy of any one work 


shall be fe 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I trust the gentleman will 
not object. We cannot get on with the appro. 
done. Its passage will save $25,000. € sort 
Mr. HOUSTON. The general appropriation 
bill certainly has nothing to do with that regoly. 


| tion. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Unless this resolution be 
passed, it is the duty of the Clerk to purchase 
immediately one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution for each new member of 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will withdraw my obje:. 
tion. r 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
received. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to amend the resoly. 
tion by striking out the last proviso, which js as 
follows: 

Provided also, That no more than one copy of any one 
work shall be furnished to any member. 

J now call upon the gentleman from Pennsy|ya. 
nia to explain the necessity of that proviso, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The gentleman from 
Georgia calls upon me to explain that proviso, | 
will do it, In the joint resolution which passed 
some time since, it was provided that the members 


| of each House should be furnished with all thoge 


books which had been previously furnished to the 
new members by other Congresses. The Senate 
decided that the resolution must be so construed 
as to give each new member of each House one 
hundred and sixty copies of the Constitution which 
now lies upon your table. Thatconstruction would 
involve a cost of $25,000. That part of the reso- 
lution seemed to the committee as plain as any 
other portion of it, but because it has been con- 
strued differently, they have reported this reso- 
lution, 

Mr. SEWARD. The object which I have in 
view in making the motion to strike out this 
proviso is, that the new members of this House 
may be entitled each to one hundred and sixty 
copies of the Constitution, the same number as 
is given to Senators. That is the construction 
which has been given in the Senate. That is the 
construction which has been given it by the 
Clerk of the House, and that is the construction 
which I think should be given to it. If this pro- 
viso should be adopted, the effect would be that 
the Senators would get one hundred and sixty 


| copies each for distribution, and the members of 


the House will be denied the same number which 
we should be entitled to by a similar construction, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I would ask 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the 
old members of this House have ever received 
| more than one copy of this work? It has never 
been furnished to them for distribution. If the 
construction which is provided for in this resolu- 
| tion be given, each new member will receive one 
| copy as heretofore. If not, each new member 
will receive one hundred and sixty copies. 

Mr. SEWARD. In answer to the gentleman, 
I have only to say this: If the old members do mM 
think proper to take care of their rights, and pro- 
| vide themselves with the same number of copies 
under joint resolution that Senators take, it is not 
the fault of new members. So far as I am myself 
concerned, I propose to take care of my individual 
rights, and dhe rights of my constituents, in the 
distribution of copies of the Constitution. Old 
members have legislated for themselves heretofore, 
and I cannot go back on the record te correct the 
mischief which may have been done. I hope that 
the new members here will protect themselves and 
get what Senators take. ; 

Mr. LETCHER, I move to amend by striking 
out the following words: 

And that when such works as have been distributed to 
members are not to be readily obtained, other books of sim- 
ilar character may be supplied for them : Provided, That no 


more shall be paid therefor than has been paid for the books 
for which those shall be substituted. 


TheSPEAKER. There is anamendment now 
pending to strike out that last proviso. The 








hair will, however, entertain the amendment of 
the gentleman. . 
r. LETCHER. It seems to me that this 

| provision of the resolution ought not to be here, 
| even if the House determine to adopt the balance. 
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-. had been received by their predecessors on this 
ar, When they are exhausted, it is proposed to 
to the market, at the instance of the member 
»self, and to select literary or miscellaneous 
hooks of one sort or the other, in order that he 
may supply to himself the amount of books pre- 
scrived by the resolution. In other words, he 
may go there and purchase a literary library, 80 
far as the expenditure of Congress will enable him 
to do so, for hisown private use. I hope that por- 
tion of the resolution may be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, to strike out the last proviso, 
being first made, is the first in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. ~ Well, sir, the object of 
presenting these books to members, in the first 
instance, Was to supply them with political works 
connected with the discharge of their duties here, 
to afford them facility in acquiring the requisite 
knowledge to enable them to discharge those duties 
ina satisfactory, or at least a more satisfactor 
manner to their constituents and the public. Now, 
it seems to me that the portion of the resolution to 
which I refer can have no such effect; on the con- 
trary, it can be regarded in no other light than as 
a matter of personal favor to members, by which 
their personal interest and their convenience are 
alone to be consulted. I hope that we shall not 
enlarge the rule at any rate; but that we shall 
confine the distribution of books to the limits 
heretofore assigned. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The matter in 
reference to which the Committee on the Library 
now report, was a joint resolution of the two 
Houses to furnish the new members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the present Con- 
gress such books as had heretofore been distrib- 
uted to members. It was understood at the time 
to be one copy of each of the works which had 
been heretofore distributed for new members use. 
And why, sir, was it necessary to pass the joint 
resolution? Heretofore the Senate have adopted 
a resolution for the distribution of books among 
its members. The House have also adopted a 
similar resolution in reference to its members; but 
at the last Congress, with an appropriation to pa 
for the books then directed to be distributed by 
the respective Houses, it was enacted that there- 
after no other book should be distributed, except 
such as should be ordered by the Senate or the 
House. Then, sir, in order to distribute books 
similar to those usually distributed, it was neces- 
sary to pass a repealing law to be approved by 
the President. 

Congress, I believe, have never authorized, by 
joint resolution, any number of books to members 
of either House for distribution. 1f you now pass 
the resolution giving to each of the new members 
of this House one hundred and sixty copies of 
Hickey’s Constitution, you give them a greater 
number of books than any members of the House 
have ever heretofore received. The House of 
Representatives have never distributed, or author- 
ized. to be distributed to its members, Hickey’s 
compilation of the Constitution, other than one 
copy for each of its members. The House passed 
8 joint resolution, and estimates were submitted to 
the committee, in order to make an appropriation 
for the payment of these books, and a list of such 
books as each member is entitled to accompanies 
those estimates. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 would ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, {Mr. Jones,] if we do not 
pass any resolution now explanatory of the joint 
swatiea what construction will the Clerk give 
Oltfr 
_Mr. JONES. The Clerk puts this construc- 
tion upon the joint resolution, that each member 
is entitled to but one copy of the Constitution. 
The Clerk has submitted his estimates under that 
Joint resolution of the cost of books for the new 
members, and he makes the cost of a full set of 
books for each member $1,043 85. If you say 
that the true construction of the resolution is that 
he shall purchase one hundred and sixty copies of 
the Constitation for each member, it will make 
$1,202 00 as the eost of books to be distributed to 
each new member at this session. 

The Senate have at different times ordered copies 
of the Constitution for distribution through the 
country, sometimes a larger and sometimes a 
smaller number; but the House have never ordered 
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Heretofore, the House has supplied members’as 
they come into the body with books, or so many 


| more than one copy of the work for each mem- 





| Hon. Lrixw Boynp, 


| of these works; 












ber. I do not believe the House would have passed 
this joint resolution, if they had believed at the 
time that it was intended to order books for gen- 
eral distribution by members of the House. It 
was merely intended to give to each member,one 
copy of such works as have heretofore been dis- 
tributed to members for their own use. I do not 
know what proportion of these books can now 
be had. The editions of many of them have been 
exhausted, and I believe, in every resolution here- 
tofore passed by this House, there has been a 
clause inserted that nothing in the resolution should 
be construed to authorize the reprinting of any 

but now it is proposed that the 
works that have been exhausted shall be sup- 


| plied by an equal"amount in value of other works, 


to be selected by the member himself. I will in 

this connection read the estimate submitted by the 

Clerk: 
CLeRk’s Orrice, House or Representatives. ) 


June 14, 1854. 4 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit, herewith, estimates 


| Of additional appropriations for the expenses of the House 


of Representatives, made necessary by existing orders of 
the House and its committees, for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1855. 
J. W. FORNEY, 
Clerk of Ho. of Reps. United States. 
- 


Speaker of Ho. of Reps. United States. 


Amended Estimates of Appropriations for the contingent 
erpenses of the House of Representatives for the year 
ending 30th June, 1855. 

For furniture and repairs, three thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-five dollars $3,875 00 


The above is in lieu of the $3,000 now in the printed bill. 


| The addition of $875 is made necessary by the order of the 


| Horse and wagon for heavy documents, allowed by 








| which allows to each member 


House for a new set of light chairs for summer, the contract 
price of which is $875. 


| For horses and carriages, four thousand seven hundred and 


forty -five dollars $4,745 00 


This is in lieu of the $2,920 in the printed bill, the addi 


| tion of $1,825 being made necessary as follows : 


Additional mail carriage, allowed by the Committee on 
Accounts $730 


Committee on Accounts.......2.....ccecccecess 


Carry-all of Sergeant-at-Arms, omitted in former 
estimate, for six months 


730 


TORR ee eee eee eee 


For newspapers for members, twelve thousand five hun 
dred dollars . $12,500 00 


This is in lieu of the $10,000 in the printed bill. The 
addition is made necessary by the resolution of the House 


350 for newspapers, instead 


COOH Hee Rees eee eee eee wees 


of $40, as heretofore. 
For books voted to the new members of the House of the 
Thirty-Third Congress, one hundred and fifty-one thou 
sand nine hundred and forty-nine dollars and eighty-seven 
cents - S151,949 87 


The foregoing estimate is made up as follows: There 
are in the present House one hundred and fifty-four new 
members, of whom one hundred and forty-three are entitled 
to full sets of books, and eleven to partial sets. ‘The fol 


lowing list gives the cost of a full set of books for one mem- 
ber: 








CSc cnematpreecctisencencane $145 00 
Revised Statutes and Index.................. 35 00 
Globe and Appendix.........cc..cccccceccces 155 00 
Contested Elections ..........ccecceccccecces 5 00 
Senate Land Laws....... — ee 10 00 
CE nc cet Sohewves tah oithcew ¢ kas neoe 1 00 
Elliott’s Debates. ........... VesdeCotcee ticede 16 00 
American Archives, (9 vols.)................. 151 60 
Diplomatic Correspondence. ................. 15 00 
American State Papers... ......ccccccce cocees 235 50 
Opinions of the Attorneys General............ 15 00 
PU MONI ress cckevss svocevaccs ccced’ 24 00 
Annals of Congress, (40 vols.)...... ...2.. 0005 200 00 
BENE EGER 50.00 ccgunawvell tus elo ddatlde 20 00 
PN snc than ahvaneaceae uaaemeadl 15 75 
1,043 85 

143 full sets, at $1,043 85.2... ....0 0 cece eens B149,270 55 
ED perth Cetieswonds . cobs ccs ovndends aewseces 2,679 32 





151,949 87 


Por Annals of Congress for the House Library under reso- 
lution of the House of September 28, 1850, one hundred 
sets of each volume, from the twenty-third to the fortieth. 
both included, in ail seventeen hundred volumes, at five 
dollars per volume, eight thousand five hundred dol- 
lars..... OP CCC cesecece cocccese 0 ¢eecee $8,500 00 


For Annals of Congress for one hundred and forty-three | 


members of the Thirty-Second Congress entitled to them 
under the resolution of July 26, 1852, one hundred and 





sixteenth to the fortieth, inclusive. in al! three thousand 


tour hundred and thirty-two volumes, at five 
volume, 
lars 


dollars per 
seventeen thousand one hundred and sixty dol 


PAPO Cerececes Senceees Recnsn seeeccectcs $17,160 00 

The resolution, it seems to me, was certainly 
framed with the design of giving to each new 
member one copy of each work which I have read 
from that estimate submitted by the Clerk; and 
this thing of including one hundred and fifty-nine 
copies of Hickey’s Constitution, to be distributed 
to the new members, is, in my Opinion, an after- 
thought for the benefit of the author or compiler 
of that work. And, to say nothing about the 
wrong in itself, it would be doing injustice to those 
districts—not to the members themselves, but to 
their districts—which have been represented on 
this floor, and whose Representatives have never 
received one solitary copy of that work for dis- 
tribution among their constituents. This work 
has never been taken by the House since it was 
first compiled. It has never been ordered since. 
And it was, in my opinion, clearly not the inten- 
tion or understanding of this House, at the time 
this resolution was adopted, that they should go 
beyond the copies for the members of the works 
that are now in use. 

Mr. BOYCE. I merely wish to say that I think 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CHanpier] a very proper one, 
The object of buying these books, if I understand 
it, is that members may have the means of inform- 
ing themselves upon political subjects. What 
then do they want with more than one copy o 
any one work before them? This whole thing o 
the distribution of books is one upon which the 
country is somewhat gore. Let us proceed, then, 
with some degree of regard to public opinion. If 
there is any doubt of the meaning of the original 
resolution, let us adopt the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, which is designed to 
explain it. 

Mr. UPHAM. I understand that the present 
difficulty arises from the circumstance that the 
original joint resolution, was so interpreted in the 
other branch of the National Legislature as to 
give a large number of one of the books to the new 
members of that body. I also understand that if 
that joint resolution shall receive the same interpre- 
tation here, it would give the same large number 
of books to each of the new members of this House. 
I understand that the old members of this House 
never received that large number. I learn, also, 
from the statement made by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Library, [| Mr. CHANDLER, | that 
the Opinions of the Attorneys General, in the edi- 
tion which he proposes to provide for new mem- 
bers, are in a form and shape vastly more valu- 
able than in the previous edition, which edition 
the old members received. 

l rise, therefore, to give notice that ifthe motion 
of my friend from Georgia [Mr. Sewarp] to strike 
out the last proviso of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania shall prevail, | propose 
to move an additional proviso, as follows: 


“nd provided further, That the members who have not 
received the books contemplated herein, shall be provided 


thereWith. 

The object of the proviso is, that the old mem- 
bers of this body may have an equal number of 
the work upon the Constitution to circulate in 


| their districts, and among their constituents: and, 
| also, that the old members may have the advant- 


age of the very superior recent edition of the 


_ Opinions of the Attorneys General. 


Allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that | do not 
at all sympathize with my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. Jones] in the argument which he has made 
to the House in enforcing his views, that this res- 
olution operates, and ought to, exclusively to the 

ersonal benefit of members. I should rejoice to 

ave the resolution, in its final form, assume such 
a shape that it will be valuable, not only ta us, but 
to our constituents. And I maintain, sir, that 
there is no book which we order, in large num- 
bers, more appropriate to be circulated among our 
constituents than that book on the Constitution. 
It is a book which we should rejoice to be able to 
deposit in every county, in every town, and in 
every village in our respective districts. 

With these views, I shall offer the proviso which 
I have read to the House. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


If | understand the centle- 


forty three sets of twenty-four volumes each, from the || man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Urnam,} he pro- 
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poses to offer his proviso in the event that my 
motion is adopted. 

Mr. UPHAM. Yes; and I shall offer it in 
case the motion of my friend from Georgia fails, 
if it will be in order to do so. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move to 
strike out and ineert. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will not object to that. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I myself have never 
been in favor of the policy of publishing books 
by Congress for circulation, either among mem- 
bers or their constituents. But, sir, the policy 
has long prevailed, and | suppose that this reso- 
lution involves a simple construction of a resolu- 
tion heretofore adopted. It is true the discussion 
has been extended to embrace the general policy 
of voting books to members; but the objections 
which have been urged to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have been confined 
to the ordering of but one copy of this particular 
work for distribution by the members. 

Now, if | understand it, it has long been the 
practice to distribute largely many works; for in- 
stance, the report of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury and the Patent Office report. Well, sir, what 
is the object in ordering large numbers of these 
works printed? Undoubtedly it is that mem- 
bers may act as trustees for their distribution. 
Every member who receives these books is bound 
to distribute them among his constituents in the 
manner best calculated to promote the object in 
furnishing them to him. No member has the 
right to sell or dispose of them for his own per- 
soual advantage. No member, I am sure, will so 
dispose of them. 

The Constitution of the United States, it is true, 
is all over the country. It is contained in the 
editions of the constitution and laws of most of 
the States. It may be found in many of the 
echool books, It is found in all the books con- 
taining the laws of the country. But the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts thinks that it is not suffi- 
ciently circulated. Well, sir, | concur with him 
in the opinion that a proper knowledge of it is 
wanting in many portions of the country. I dare 
say that he speaks knowingly when he makes the 
observation. Ihave no doubt he has seen a man- 
ifest want of it in the State which he so ably rep- 
resents upon this floor. We have had a startling 
illustration of the utter want of knowledge of the 
provisions of this instrument on a recent occasion, 
in carrying out the laws of the Federal Govern- 
ment, in the far-famed city of Boston. 

I have no doubt the honorable gentleman speaks 
from what he has seen, and that the circulation 
of the Constitution is really necessary in that 
portion of the country from which he comes. I 
have generally voted against the largest number of 
these publications, but lam almostconstrained, in 
this particular instance, to go againstthe construc- 
tion advocated by the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania, and in favor of that of the Senate. Ido 





not know that I will vote in favor of that proposi- | 
tion, but | shall be strongly inclined to do so. I | 


hope, sir, that this question will be brought to } 


a close without further discussion. 
Mr. SEWARD. Ihave only one remark to 
make. lam very sorry the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia has thonght proper to allude to the want of | 


the Constitution in Massachusetts. Sir, we need 
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There may be portions of this Confederacy, || “Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers. 


which took a great part, too, in the formation of 
that Constitution, where its original and funda- 
mental principles need particularly to be reén- 
forced, and among whose people they need to be 
repeated and revived. And, in reference to such 
portions of the Confederacy, | would particularly 
suggest to my honorable friend from Virginia, it 
surely is of even greater importance that every 
member on this floor should be provided with the 
means of conveying to his constituency a correct 
knowledge of the Constitution, so that errors 
which may have grown up, and heresies which 
may have thriven in the minds of the people they 
represent, may be corrected and removed; and that 
they may be brought back to the knowledge of 
those primitive sentiments and truths in support 
of which the fathers of Virginia and the fathers of 
Massachusetts were united. And if we do our 
duty, and recall those who have strayed into 
error, to the grounds on which the Constitution 
was established, their sons will again come to- 
gether, and be united in the maintenance of those 
same great first principles. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


OBE. 





I am happy, really 


very happy, sir, to agree with the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts in the opinions which he has ex- | 


pressed. In all 
quaintance with that gentleman, | entertain for 
him really a great respect. I speak this now as 
con amore. I did not venture to say that the peo- 


cerity, from very slight ac- | 


ple of Massachusetts needed additional informa- | 


tion on the subject of the Constitution. | remarked, 


it will be remembered, that [ supposed it was in | 


all their schoo! books. But | was very much grat- 
ified at the testimony of the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts on this subject, which was 
very much strengthened by a recent circumstance 
which occurred in Boston, from which it would 
seem, in fact, that additional information on this 
sacred instrument was necessary. 

it is in every common prayer-book. 


| Virginia 
lam told that | 


I admit that Virginia and Massachusetts once 


united cordially in the construction of this instru- 
ment. They moved together harmoniously for a 


season, but they soon diverged; different construc- | 


tions prevailed in the two Commonwealths—wise- 
ly I will not say as to both; for I could not say so; 
but patriotic as to both | am willing to ahi. 
Stull, sir, they have differed; they at present differ; 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
and CHAMBERLAIN were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re 
—ayes 90, noes 47. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I now present to the House 
the amendnient to which I called the attention af 
the House some time ago, and which is on the 
Clerk’s desk. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has 
sustained the demand for the previous questi 
and ordered the main question to be now p 
The present occupant of the chair was not pre. 
siding when the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Lercuer] was offered; but as he 
is informed, it was not entertained by the Speake, 

Mr. LETCHER. It was entertained an 
debated for some time; and then the Speaker r. 
marked that he must give priority to the proposi. 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia, which was 
first made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would state one 
fact to the Chair, that exactly the same occurrence 
took place yesterday on the bill of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Hittyer.] There wasa mo. 
tion submitted to strike out the day at which the 
session of Congress should commence. They 
another gentleman moved to amend the prior part 
of the bill, by inserting a provision as to when the 
act should take effect. The previous question was 
called, and sustained. The question was then 
taken upon theamendment first offered, and which 
was to come in at the latter part of the bill. Then 
the question was taken upon the amendment last 
offered, and which was to come in at the first part 
of the bill. 

Here the Speaker resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
{Mr. Lercner] first submitted his 
amendment, as it was to come in at the first or 
second proposition in the resolution, the Chair 
did indicate to him, at that moment, and for that 
reason, that he would entertain it. The Chair 
afterwards corrected it, and said—no doubt, cor- 
rectly—that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,) having been first 
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| Made, the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 


and I am sure that the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts will admit that a want of knowledge of the 
Constitution—for it is not to be supposed that there 
is want of patriotic purpose to observe its provi- 
sions—has been strikingly manifested in the great 
emporium of New England. 

As the gentleman understands the subject well, 
and thinks that there ought to be an additional 
circulation of the Constitution among his constit- 
uents, | bow in submission to his opinion. I 
agree with him in opinion, and may perhaps unite 
with him when we are called on to vote. I do 
not promise, however, to do so. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the 
yeas and nays, and tellers upon the yeasand nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of 





it as much at the South as anywhere. [tis needed || Tennessee, and Perkins, of New York, were 


North, South, East, and West; our whole people | 


need it. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. UPHAM. 1 desire to offer a single senti- 
mentin reply to the remarks which have fallen 
from the honorable member from Virginia, who 
has just taken his seat, bearing upon myself and 
upon my State—the venerable, enlightened, and 
illustrious Commonwealth which [ have the honor 
in part to represent upon this floor. The gentle- 
man from Virginia says, if | understood him—my 
attention having beento some degree interrupted— 
that the State of Massachusetts needs to have the 
Constitution of the United States circulated among 
its people. 


Sir, the Representatives and the faithful and | 


patriotic citizens of that State intend that the Con- 


stitution of the United States shall be kept fresh in | 


the minds of the peonle of every generation; that 
in every school district every child shall grow up 


with its principles engraven deeply on his heart. | 


The people of Massachusetts do not intend that 


’ 


appointed, 
The Heuse was then divided; and the tellers 
reported only twenty gentlemen voting in the 


_ affirmative. 


So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. STUART, of Michigan. 


| House adjourn. 


The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to anticipate another 
motion to adjourn, and therefore I take this op- 
portunity to give notice to the House that on to- 
morrow I shall call their attention to a question 
of privilege connected with the recent violation of 


| the order and decorum of the House. 


| right 


| cupying the chair.) Under the rule of the House | 


[Cries of **Good!’’ **Good!’’ and ‘ That’s 
? 
Mr. GOODE. I ask the Chair whether a divis- 
ion of this question is in order? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Puewps oc- 


/ a motion to strike out and insert is not divisible. 
lapse of time shall render it necessary to have their |, 
minds reinformed in reference to the Constitution. ||} amendment, 


‘The question now being on the adoption of the 


I move that the | 


was not in order until the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was disposed of. 
Mr. LETCHER., Then the Chair decides now 
that the previous question cuts off my amendment’ 
The SPEAKER. It cuts off all amendments, 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was ordered, 


| that we may get back to my amendment. 


Mr. KERR. I move to lay the motion of the 


gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 








Mr. LETCHER. How did the gentleman get 
the floor to make that motion? [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. No doubt the gentleman has 
the right to the floor, because nobody can makea 
speech, and 


Mr. LETCHER. Not upona motion to recon- 





| sider? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 


| Carolina (Mr. Kerr} moves to lay the motion of 


the gentleman from Virginia upon the table. 
Neither motion is debatable, and therefore the 
gentleman from North Carolina was in order in 
making his motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I was upen the floor, and 
made the motion to reconsider. , 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman could not 
retain the floor, because he had no right to debate 


| his motion. 


Mr. LETCHER. No right to debate a motion 
to reconsider ? . 

The SPEAKER. A demand for the previous 
question is not debatable. The question of recon- 


|| sidering the main question is not debatable; and 


the gentleman from North Carolina was in order 
in moving to lay the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no desire to delay 
the action of the House, or to embarrass the 
House in any way. I offered the amendment I 
good faith, and desire to have a vote upon It. 


_ hope the Chair will have my amendment read for 
_ the information of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
proposition correctly. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Sewarp] submitted the amend- 
ment which has already passed. Afterwards the 
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entieman from Virginia (Mr. Lercuer) sub- 
: itted his amendment, which was to come in at 
yo ier part of the resolution, and, at themoment, 

Very soon 


Chair said he would entertain it. j 
‘hereafter, however, the Chair stated that the 
-»endment of the gentleman from Georgia was 


the 


«+ in order, and, until it was disposed of, the 
.mendment of the gentleman from Virginia was 
not in order. 


Since that time the Chair understands that the 
House has ordered the main question to be now 
: The gentleman from Virginia moves to re- 

sngider the ordering of the main question by the 
House. That is the proposition under consider- 
ation. The gentleman from North Carolina 
moves to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 


table. 

” Mr. LETCHER. Ihaveasked that my amend- 
ment may be read to the House, in order that 
members may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. If it is not objected to, it 
will be reported to the House. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I object. 

The question then being upon the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, it was 
nut; and the motion was agreed to—ayes eighty- 
eight, noes not counted. 

Phe question was then upon the passage of the 
resolution, as amended, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
nays 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move to lay the 
resolution upon the table; and upon that motion 
| demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Davis’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 47, 
nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abererombie, Thomas H. Bayly, Barks- I] 


dale, Barry, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Caskie, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Eddy, Edmund 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


I demand the yeas and | 


— 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 


the hands of Assury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, 
notifying the House that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles: 

S. B. No. 404. An act to authorize the issue of 
a register to the brig Amelia, by the name of Abby 
Frances; and 

S. B. No. 357. An act for the relief of Urban 
Stoll. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. FLORENCE. | ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to have the record 
corrected with regard to my vote. The other 
day, when the bill on the subject of postage 
was under consideration, | voted against laying 
the first four sectiohs upon the table. At that 
moment | was called from my seat by a gentle- 
man who desired to communicate with me. On 


my return the yeas and nays were being called. | 
The question I presumed was on the fifth section | 
I voted, as I understood, against lay- | 
By examination | 


of the bill. 
ing that section upon the table. 
of the record, however, it will be seen that the 
question was on the bill originally introduced by 


the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads. 1 desired to vote to lay that bill 


upon the table, because | was opposed to an in- | 


crease of the present rate of postage. 


I ask that 
the Journal may be corrected. 


There was no objection; and the correction was | 


accordingly ordered to be made. 


| 


| 
i 


son, Ellison, Ewing, Faulkner, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, 


Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, 
Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Kidwell, 


Letcher, Smith Miller, Millson, Murray, Orr, Bishop Per- | 
kins, Phelps, Puryear David Ritchie, Ruffin, Shaw, Single- | 


ton, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, David Stuart, 
Tracy, and Trout—47. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, || 


Appleton, David J. Bailey, Banks, Belcher, Bell, Benson, 
Buss, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Cor- 
win, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Dowdell, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, 
Join M. Elliott, Etheridge, Farley, Fenton, Florence, 
Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Harrison, Hill, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Roiand Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, 
Lamb, Latham, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, McCulloch, Mc- 
Mullin, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, May, Mayall‘ 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Powell, Pratt, | 


Preston, Pringle, Ready, Reese, Riddle, Thomas Ritchey, 


i} 
it 


| 


MARY P. FRANCISCO. 
On motion by Mr. EDMUNDSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mary P. Fran- 
cisco be withdrawn from the files of the House, for refer- 
ence to the Pension Office. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I ask 
consent for leave to change the reference of two 
bilf$ now before the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object; and move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
Mr. INGERSOLL. 

tion. 

TheSPEAKER. There can be no higher priv- 
ileged motion than that to adjourn. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I wish to make a correc- 
tion of the Journal, and hope that the gentleman 


I rise to a privileged ques- 


will withdraw the motion to adjourn, so that I | 


may be allowed to do so. 
Mr. LETCHER. 


jourm. 


| 4:The SPEAKER. ‘The question arises whether 


} 


Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Shower, Samuel A. Sinith, 


George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 


Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, || 


Vansant, Walker, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Wheeler, Witte, and 
Hendrick B. Wright—107. 


the table. 


(Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled a_ bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; which 
were signed by the Speaker: 


An act to authorize the issue of registers to | 


vessels owned by the Accessory Transit Com- 
pany; and 

A resolution giving the consent of Congress to 
the acceptance, by Lieutenant M. F. Maury, of 
the Navy, of a gold medal from his Majesty the 
King of Sweden. ] 


Mr. HILLYER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILLYER. I cannot. 


The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


the resolution, upon which the yeas and nays had 
been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the resolution 
was passed. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


I move to reconsider the 


I move that the House do | 


ton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, John J. Taylor, John L. | 


i} 


or not the gentleman from Connecticut has not the 
right to submit his motion, at least, this being the 
only day during which he can do so; but not to 
interrupt the House in its disposition to adjourn. 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 


{} CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


| 
| 


} 


‘| ants of Ohio City, Ohio, praying a reduction of | 
|| the present rates of ocean postage; which was re- | 
'| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon | Mr. INGERSOLL. 


1 

| Mr. 
|| grant it to me. 
There was no objection; and the correction was | 


I find myself recorded as 
voting against laying upon the table the bill re- 


ae: from the Committee on the Post Office and 


ost Roads. I intended to vote, and I believe that 
[ did vote, in favor of laying it upon the table. I 
wish to have the Journal corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only 
effect his object by unanimous consent. 
INGERSOLL. 


| accordingly ordered to be made. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House do 
| now adjourn. 

| The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
| House adjourned (at four o’clock, p. m.) till to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 


| Tvespay, June 20, 1854. 
The question then recurred upon the passage of | : 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. WADE presented a memorial of inhabit- 





vote by which the resolution was passed; and || Post Roads. 


that that motion be laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEW ARD presented the petition of Thomas 
‘W. Mather, of New York, and William R., 





| Washington, District of Columbia. 


unanimous | 


| Committee for the District of Columbia. 


I insist on the motion to ad- | 





I hope the House will || 





| fense of the country. 
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Glover, of Kentucky, merchants trading in Mex- 
ico, praying indemnity for property forcibly seized 
by officials of that Republic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of John 
S. Pendleton, praying compensation for services 
on a special mission to negotiate a treaty with the 
Oriental Republic. of Uruguay, in 1852 and 1853, 
under instructions received from the President of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of a com- 
mittee appointed by the corporation of George- 
town, to represent its interests before Congress, 
praying the erection of a bridge across the Poto- 
mac river at the point known as ** The Three 
Sisters,’’ according to the plan of Charles Ellet; 
which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, twenty-three memorials of citizens of 
Washington and Georgetown, District of Colum- 
bia, and counties of Alexandria, Loudon, and 
Fairfax, in the State of Virginia, praying the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac river, on a 
site near Georgetown, known as ** The Sister 
Islands;’’ which were referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial adopted at 
a meeting of the inhabitants of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, praying a reduction of the present rates of 
ocean postagét which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have had placed in my 
hands the petition of the Friends Aid Society of 
They state 
that their object is to establish Sunday schools in 
this District, which has been partially done; and 
that they desire to establish free day-schools 
within the limits of the District. They state that 
they do this with the concurrence of every denom- 
ination, there being nothing sectarian at all con- 
nected with it. They say they also wish to estab- 
lish an asylum, providing employment for the idle 
and instruction for the ignorant; and a bese for 
the protection of females who deserve ‘i ¢ inter- 
ference and support of the better portion of crea- 
tion, in order to rescue them from certain habits 
calculated to bring evil upon society. I present 
the petition, and ask that it be referred to the 


that committee will take it into consideration, and 
if possible make a report which will carry out 
these worthy purposes. 

The petition was so referred. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented the 
memorial of Edward D. Tippett, praying that an 
appropriation may be made to enable him to test 
the cold water safety steam engine, of which he is 
the inventor; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the proceedings of 
the fourth anniversary of the White River Arkan- 
sas Baptist Convention, held in Izard county, 
Arkansas, in favor of the adoption pf measures 
for securing to American citizens in foreign coun- 


|| tries the same degree of religious liberty that is 
enjoyed by the citizens of those countries emi- 


grating to the United States; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

A motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN to print the 
above proceedings, was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

HOOSAC TUNNEL. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I present the 
memorial of the Troy and Greenfield Railroad 
Company, acorporation of Massachusetts, which 
represents that they are engaged in the enterprize 


| of tunneling the Hoosac Mountain, on the air 


line between Troy and Boston, and on the most 


| direct route between the great West, New Eng- 


land, the British Provinces, and Europe; that this 
tunnel will advance the value of the public lands 
by rendering them more accessible, their occu- 
pants more prosperous, and their productions 
more valuable; that it will strengthen the bonds 
which hold the Union together, and will secure 
the speedy transmission of the public mails, will 
facilitate the quick transmission of fresh fish from 
the sea-coast to the interior, promote intercourse, 
stimulate commerce, and contribute to the de- 
They further represent 
that this is not merely a State work, for ut lies 
near the junction of three States, Massachusetts, 


Il hope - 
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Vermont, and New York, and will facilitate the 
commerce not only of New England, but of New 
York, Canada, Pennsylvania, and the West. 
They conclude, Mr. President, by asking Con- 
gress to grant to them, or to the State of Massa- 
chusetts, in aid of the tunnel, one million acres of 
public land, or its equivalent in land scrip, upon 
such terms as shall seem to Congress just and 
proper. For precedents in this matter they refer 
to the liberal grants made by Congress for the 
canal around the falls of the Ohio; for the canal 
at the Sault Saint Mary; for removing impedi 
ments in the Ohio, Wisconsin, and Mississippi 
rivers; for the Aroostook and National! roads; for 
artificial harbors and breakwaters, both on the 
lakes and thesea-board. I ask the reference of this 
memorial with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and I beg leave espe- 
cially to commend it to them, as entitled to their 
beat attention, from the eminent worth of the gen- 
tlemen from whom it comes, and from the char- 
acter of the enterprise in which they are inter- 
ested —nan enterprise which, in its very conception, 
reflects credit upon our age, and which, if accom- 
plished, will constitute an epoch in the achieve- 
ments of science. 

‘I'he petition was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Moren Moore, praying to be allowed the 
difference between the pensions paid his father 
and mother, and that to which they were entitled, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions; which was agreed to. 

He alao, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of Rebecca P. Stansbury 
and others, children of Thomas Peters, deceased, 
praying to be allowed an amount of money equal 
to the pension their fatherand mother would have 
been entitled to for the services of the former during 
the war of the Revolution, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 


| 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions; which was | 


agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a report of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, as to the fulfillment, on the 
part of the Government, of the stipulations of a 
treaty made with the Pottawatomies on the 26th 
of October, 1832, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
indian Affairs, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills from the House of Representatives, 
reported them back without amendment: 

Bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause to be surveyed the tract of land 
in the Territory of Minnesota, belonging to the 
half breeds, or mixed bloods of the Dacotah or 
Sioux nation of Indians, and for other purposes; 
and 


Bill to authorize the Secretary of War to settle | 


and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River Indian 
war. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Patents | 


and the Patent Office, reported a bill to amend the | 


several acts now in force relating to the Patent 
Office; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Rev- 


olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the pe- | 


tition of the heirs of Stephen Morrell, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill to pay the heirs 
of Stephen Morrell, deceased, the amount due 
their father for a pension; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of Henry 
Lewis, of Clinton county, Indiana, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that 


it be referred to the Committee on Private Land || 


Claims; which was agreed to. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to regulate navigation 
to the coast of Africa, in vessels owned by citizens 
of the United States, in certain cases. 


} 
| 
j 
| 
| 
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possession of its details, and [ trust the 


Mr. MALLORY. I move that the bill for the | engrafted upon this bill, believing as I do. y a 


improvement of the naval service, which was yes- 


terday ordered to its third reading, be now taken || 


up for consideration. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that bill now open to 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. It is not. 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. HUNTER. Then | must submit a motion | 


to reconsider the vote by which the bill was or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading. | think 


the bill requires some amendment. 


1 think it | 


| requires amendment in various particulars. It | 


| whether we have any right to do that. 


creates anadditional bureau. I see no necessity for 
that. 1am opposed to this provision. 


Besides, | 


| the bill virtually gives the appointment of officers | 
| of the Navy to members of Congress, and I doubt | 


| some such provision crept into one of the appro- 


| nauon to my mind. 


priation bills last year, but it was the first of the 
kind, and | believe it was improper. | think we 
should retrace our steps in that regard. 

Nor is that the only particular in which the bill 
may needamendment. it certainly requires expla- 
It proposes two retired lists— 


I know | 


one to receive one grade of pay, and the other an- | 


other—one to wear the naval button, the other to 
be refused that privilege. If | understand it, upon 
one of them a sort of sugmais to be cast, and that 
1s to be done atthe mere discretion of the Secretary 
ot the Navy. Now, sir, | admit the propriety of 
one list, and it may be that when | hear the ex- 
planation | shall feel the force of the proposition 
to have two; but from alll have as yet heard | 
am not satisfied that this distinction and discrim- 
ination should be made. I think there is danger 
that injustice may be done by it. Suffering may 


| Se occasioned, and for that reason I am disposed, | 


unless | can hear some good reason for itg.to 
reduce the two lists to one. I therefore move to 


| reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered | 
to be engrossed. 


Mr. MALLORY. Iam very glad that my friend | 


from Virginia has made these remarks, because 
they render the explanation which | was prepared 
to give, more pertinent and proper; and I should 
dislike to see the bill pass without securing for 
itself, not only his approbation, but that of every 


| member of the Senate. 


period of the session that it is incumbent on the | 


The bill comes before this body at so latea 


| committee to explain the delay, and to show that 


| much under the rules of the 


it has not been unmindful of the important duties 
devolved upon it. Atan early day of thesession, 
as early as February last, it had a conference 


with the corresponding committee of the House, | 


and with the Secretary of the Navy. The result 


of that conference was an agreement upon certain | 


important principles, and upon many details of a 
thorough naval organization. The Senate had, 


at its previous session, passed a bill for the organ- | 
|| ization of the Navy, which had gone to the Hause 


and was there lost. Expediency, therefore, seemed 
to dictate, that on this occasion, the bill should 
emanate from the House; and the ableand accom- 
plished chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs there [Mr. Bocock] undertook to bring it 


forward, Circumstances, however, which | am | 
| not able to explain, but which arose, perhaps, as | 


pressing character of the business which has so 


_ long and earnestly engrossed its attention, have 


| be the work of time and detail. 





deferred the introduction of that bill until within 
a day or two; and as yetl have not been able to 
get a copy of it. 

Under these circumstances your committtee, 
unwilling to permit the session to close without 
an attempt to obtain some legislative action where 


so much is manifestly necessary, has deemed it | 
proper to bring forward this brief bill, embracing | 
a few ee and such only as are deemed of | 

They have been || 


special moment to the service. 
prepared under the eye and with the aid of the 


| Secretary of the Navy, whose general concur- 


rence in them I feel at liberty to state. They by 
no means embrace all which the service requires; 
but | am convinced that much improvement must 
Among other 
features which the committees of both Houses 
regarded as essential, was that of the establish- 


|| ment of the relative rank of the several grades of 


the service. The committee of the House is in" 


House as from the | 








that they 
are generally acceptable, and that they will hay. 


a beneficial influence upon the interco 


urse, and 


| consequently, upon the efficiency of the whole 


corps. It seems to be no less expedient than just 
that the rights and privileges, no less than th, 


, duties, of every officer should be clear! 
It has been i ; 7 times cane’. 


| Though many important additions’ mi 
made to this bill, the committee did not 
that it contained a single provision liable to ger). 
ous objection. It aims only at the improvement of 
the personnel of the service; and depend upon it, sir 
that if the present state of things is permitted to con, 
tinne—while the naval Powers of the Old World 
are straining every nerve to attain the highest State 
of naval efficiency—we may build and equip the 
finest ships that float, but the time will come when 
their guns will but serve to salute the triumphs of 
their adversaries. Sir, I will not occupy the time 
of the Senate with remarks of my own upon the 
policy and national importance of sustaining anq 
fostering this great branch of the public service. 
but it may not be unprofitablesto recur to th. 
counsels which the fathers of the Republic haye 
solemnly and impressively left us, under circum. 
stances which give them peculiar interest. Wag). 
ington, in his eighth annual message, in reference 
to the Navy, says: 

‘To an active external commerce, the protection of q 
naval force is indispensable. This is manifest with regard 
to wars in which a State itself is a party. But, besides this, 
itis in our own experience that the most sincere neutrality 
is not a sufficient guard against the depradations of nations 
at war. ‘T'o secure respect to a neutral flag requires a nay! 
force, organized and ready to vindicate it from insult und 
aggression. ‘This may prevent even the necessity of going 
to war, by discouraging belligerent powers from coinmitting 
such violations of the rights of the neutral party as may 
first or last leave no other option. These consideratiyns 
invite the United States to look to means, and to set aboyt 

| the gradual increase of a Navy. Will it not, then, be ad- 
visable to begin, without delay, to provide and lay up the 
materials for the building and equipping of ships-of war, 
and. to proceed in the work by degrees, in proportion as our 
resources shall render it practicable without inconvenience, 
so that a future war of Europe may not find our commerce 


in the same unfortunate state in which it was found by the 
present ?”? 


ght be 
8u Dpose 


General Jackson, in his memorable farewell 
address, speaking upon the same subject, says: 


** But no nation, however desirous of peace, can hope 
to escape collisions with other Powers; and the soundest 
dictates of policy require that we should place ourse|ves 
in a condition to assert our rights, if a resort to force 
should ever become necessary. Our local situation, our 
long line of sea-coast, indented by numerous bays, with 
deep rivers opening into the interior, as well as our ex- 
| tended and still increasing commerce, point to the Navy as 
| our natural means of defense. I[t will, in the end, be found 

to be the cheapest and most effectual; and now is the time, 

in the season of peace, and with an overflowing revenue, 
that we can, year after year, add to its strength, without 
increasing the burdens of the people. It is your true policy, 
. For coer ene will not only protect your rich and flourish- 
ing commerce in distant seas, but enable you to reach and 
annoy the eneiny, and will give to defense its greatest efli- 
ciency by meeting danger ata distance from home. It is 
impossible, by any line of fortifications, to guard every 
point from attack against a hostile foree advancing from 
the ocean and selecting its object, but they are indispensa- 
ble to protect cities from bombardment; dock-yards and 
| navy arsenals from destruction; to give shelter to merchant 
| vessels in time of war, and to single ships or weaker 
squadrons when pressed by superior force.” 


Such, sir, were the views of these illustrious 
men; and let us see how the actual condition of 
our naval service accords with them. 

Naval strength, (or weakness,) from the char- 
acter and design of the service, is altogether rela- 
tive, and must ever be measured by that of its 
probable adversaries; and in determining what the 
condition and strength of our segvice should be, 
we have first to ascertain those of the only naval 
Powers whose ability to contend with us upon the 
sea is unquestioned. 

Perhaps the following comparative view may 
best illustrate the relative force of our Navy 10 
1846, (see Sen. Doc. 187, 20th Cong., 1st sess.,) 
before the three great Powers of Europe had put 
in commission many of their ships, which have 
| since been sent to sea: 
| Great Britain, for every 100,000 tons of commerce, had 


| afloat and efficient..........:ceeeseeeeserers O88 guns 
France had..... LebvdgddecuesBeabeewe apes eaee 1,063 “ 
| Russia..,.. HAN. 8 ARK AGNIAG TRS * 


| And the United States had but................ 97 © 


The British Navy has at no period been so for- 
| midable as at this moment, as will appear from & 
| glance at Steel’s list of the Royal Navy for 1853. 
Te is stated at 545 effective ships, mounting 13,754 
| guns, many of them of the heaviest character. 
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